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SENATOR  FROM  ILLINOIS. 


THTTHSDAT,  JULY  13,  1911. 

Senate  Office  BniLDixa, 

Washinqton,  D.  C. 
The  committee  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 

Present:  Senators  Dillingham  (chairman),  Gamble,  Jones,  Ken- 
Ton,  Johnston,  Fletcher,  and  Kern.  Also,  Mr.  John  H,  Marblu,  and 
Mr.  John  J,  Healy,  Mr.  William  J,  Hjnes,  Mr.  Elbridge  Hanecy, 
and  Mr.  Edgar  Farrar. 

Mr.  Healy.  Shall  we  proceed,  Mr.  Chairman  ? 
The  Chairman.  Yon  may  proceed, 

TESTIHONT  OF  CHARLES  SAHUEL  DENEEN. 

Chables  Samuel  Deneen  being  duly  sworn,  was  examined  and 
testified  as  follows: 

Mr,  Healy,  Will  yon  give  the  committee  you  full  name,  please! 

Mr,  Deneen.  Charles  Samuel  Deneen. 

Mr.  Healt.  Where  do  yon  reside? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Springfield,  HI. 

Mr.  Healt.  How  long  has  that  been  your  home? 

Mr,  Deneen.  Seven  years,  I  think — six  years  and  a  half. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  you  occupy  at  the  present  time  the  position  of 
governor  of  the  State  of  Illinois? 

Mr.  Denern.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy,  How  long  have  you  filled  that  position! 

Mr.  Deneen.  About  six  years  and  six  months, 

Mr.  Healy,  You  are  now  in  your  second  term  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  In  my  second  term ;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  Will  you  state  to  the  committee  briefly.  Governor, 
your  political  history— the  public  positions,  if  any,  that  you  have 
occupied? 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  was  State's  attorney  in  Cook  County,  111.,  for 
two  terms,  from  180fi  to  1904,  and  was  once  attorney  for  the  sanitary 
<iistrict  of  Chicago  a  short  time,  and  once  a  member  of  the  house  of 
representatives  or  general  a,ssembly. 

Mr.  Healy.  ^Vlien  did  you  occupy  the  position  of  member  of  the 
Iiouse  of  representatives? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  was  elected  in  1892  and  served  one  term,  in  1893. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  attended,  then,  for  one  session! 

Mr.  Deneen,  For  one  session  only. 

Mr,  Healy.  And  when  were  you  elected  governor! 
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Mr.  Denben.  In  1904. 

Mr.  Healt.  Calling  your  attention  to  that  contest,  Governor,  were 
there  other  candidates  before  the  people  of  the  State! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Several — five  or  six  or  seven. 

Mr.  Healt.  Who  were  the  other  candidates  1 

Mr.  Deneek.  Gov.  Yates,  Col.  Lowden,  Gen.  Hamlin,  Gov.  Sher- 
man, Congressman  Warner,  and  Mr.  Pierce.    I  think  those  were  all. 

Mr.  Healy.  Gov.  Yates  had  filled  the  position  of  governor  prior 
to  that  time? 

Mr.  Demeen.  One  term.    He  was  then  governor. 

Mr.  Healt.  He  was  then  a  candidate  to  succeed  himself ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  HfiiLT.  The  convention  in  which  you  were  nominated  was  one 
which  occupied  some  considerable  time,  was  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Denebn,  Several  weeks. 

Mr.  Heai.t.  The  different  candidates  had  their  respective  foUow- 
ings,  and  none,  for  a  considerable  time,  secured  a  majority  of  tiie 
delegates  in  the  convention? 

Mr.  Dbneen.  They  were  in  session  over  three  weeks,  and,  I  think, 
possibly  four. 

Mr.  Healt.  Will  you  tell  the  committee  briefly.  Governor,  how  it 
was  that  you  were  nominated  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Deneen.  You  mean  the  elements  that  supported  me? 

Mr.  Healt,  Yes. 

Mr.  Dbneen.  The  element  which  supported  Gov.  Yates,  a  large  part 
of  it,  and  that  which  supported  Gen,  Hamlin,  and  that  whim  sup- 
ported Gov.  Sherman  united  in  nominating  me. 

Mr.  Healt.  How  was  that  brought  about? 

Mr.  Deneen.  We  met  and  discussed  the  matter  on  the  morning  of 
the  nomination. 

Mr.  Healt,  Who  were  present  at  that  discussion? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Gov.  Yates  and  Gen.  Hamlin  and  Gen.  Shennan  and 
Mr.  Pcirce  and  Mr.  James  'Keddick.  There  were  several  others,  but 
I  do  not  recall  them, 

Mr.  Healt.  How  was  that  meeting  arranged? 

Mr.  Deneen.  By  Gov.  Yates. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  what  was  the  general  discussion  at  that  confer- 
ence or  meeting? 

Mr.  Dbneen.  In  reference  to  nominating  a  ticket;  the  candidates  to 
be  nominated  were  discussed. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  induced  Gov.  Yates  to  abandon  his  candidacy 
and  to  aid  yours,  if  you  know  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  is  a  matter  of  opinion.  I  was  informed  that  on 
the  night  preceding  he  had  been  notified  by  Senator  Hopkins  and 
some  others  that  they  would  no  longer  support  him,  and  it  was  plain 
that  his  forces  were  disintegrating,  and  he  then  discussed  the  matter 
with  me, 

Mr.  Healt.  And  was  it  at  that  meeting  that  he  agreed  to  support 
your  candidacy? 

Mr.  Dbneen,  He  and  I  talked  the  matter  over  early  in  the  morning, 
about  2  o'clock.  I  think. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  send  for  him  or  did  he  send  for  you? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  sent  for  me. 
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ify,  Hbalt.  What  was  the  discussion  that  you  and  he  hadf 

Mr.  Dbnebn.  In  reference  to  the  possibility  of  holding  his  forces 
together,  and  also  the  condition  of  our  forces. 

Mr,  Hralt.  What,  generally,  was  said  t 

Mr.  Denken.  He  informed  me  that  he  felt  that  he  could  not  go  an- 
other day  without  having  his  forces  disintegrate. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  Did  you  make  any  sort  of  an  amtngement,  a  political 
arrangement  of  any  kind,  or  an  alliance  as  a  result  of  the  support 
which  Gov.  Yates  gave  you  at  that  timet 

Ht.  Dxnben.  I  can  tell  you,  in  substance,  the  general  run  of  the 
conversation,  ifyou  wish  it. 

Mr.  Healt.  Tell  us  the  story. 

Mr.  Deiiben.  Gtov.  Yates  discussed  his  matter  and  I  discussed 
mine,  and  it  led  up  to  this  position :  He  stated  that  he  had,  or  had 
had,  about  600  delegates  who  were  elected  to  support  him,  and  who 
were  supporting  him.  I  think  I  had  382.  luere  was  a  question 
whether  or  not  the  two  forces  could  get  tt^ther  and  organize  the 
convention  into  a  definite  result,  and  later  whether  we  could  ncHninats 
the  ticket 

Mr*  Hbalt.  Was  any  other  arrangement  made ! 

Mr.  I>ENEBN.  No. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  have  any  understanding  or  agreement  with 
reference  to  your  future  political  action! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Nothing  except  a  general  discussion  regarding  rela- 
tions that  would  exist  thereafter. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  was  that  discussion! 

Mr,  Deneen.  The  discussion  was  whether  or  not  the  forces  which 
had  supported  me  should  cooperate  with  the  forces  which  had  sup- 
ported him  in  working  together  in  harmony  thereafter. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  was  said  about  that! 

Mr.  Denekn.  a  great  deal  was  said.  I  suggested  that  we  call  in  a 
number  of  the  active  leaders  who  were  supporting  me,  and  that  he 
call  in  a  number  of  the  active  leaders  who  had  espoused  his  cause, 
and  see  whether  we  in  fact  could  agree  upon  a  program. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  induced  you  to  make  that  suggestion! 

Mr,  Deneen.  To  get  results,  and  finish  the  convention,  and  if  pos- 
sible by  nominating  myself- 

Mr.  Healt.  Was  anything  said  at  that  time,  Governor,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  candidacy  of  Gov.  Yates  for  the  position  of  United 
States  Senator! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  think  it  was  mentioned ;  not  to  my  recollec- 
tion. 

Mr.  Healt.  Was  it  mentioned  later! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Do  you  mean  before  the  nomination  t 

Mr.  Hbalt.  Yes. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  think  it  was  mentioned  until  sometime  later. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  About  how  long  after  your  nomination  for  governor! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  can  not  tell.  We  had  a  general  running  discus- 
sion about  the  matter.  The  matter  under  discussion  was  whether  or 
not  the  two  forces  could  cooperate  in  working  not  only  for  the  nomi- 
nation but  for  the  election  also  and  in  harmony  thereafter;  and  the 
discussion  ranged  along  the  lines  of  the  possibility  of  getting  to- 
gether elements  which  had  been  contesting  against  each  other. 
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Mr.  Healt,  Was  the  suggestion  which  you  made  to  Gov.  Yates, 
to  call  in  some  of  your  friends  and  he  to  call  in  stune  of  his  friends, 
acted  upon  in  any  way? 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  was  acted  upon  in  this  way,  that  the  chairman 
of  the  Kepnblican  county  committee  of  Cook  County  was  invited 
by  him,  through  me,  to  attend  a  caucus  on  the  following  day. 

Mr.  Healt.  Was  there  any  agreement  made  between  your  forces 
and  his  which  was  to  govern  the  future  political  action  of  your  ad- 
herents and  his? 

Mr.  Deneen.  You  mean  between  the  forces  that  I  referred  toi 

Mr.  Healt,  Yes. 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  did  not  meet.  My  suggestion  was  not  acted 
upon. 

Mr.  Healy.  AVhat  agreement,  if  any,  did  you  and  Gov.  Yates  make 
in  that  respect  ? 

Mr.  Dekeen.  The  disciiwion  ran  along  the  lino  of  my  inviting  the 
leaders  who  had  supported  me  and  he  those  who  had  .^iipporlpd  him, 
to  get  them  to  work  in  hannony  thereafter  ns  a  political  organization. 

Sir.  Healt.  Were  those  discussions  had  on  the  respective  sides, 
so  far  as  you  know  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  and  I  had  the  dipcussion,  and  I  discussed  it  with 
a  few  of  those  who  had  been  active  in  my  support.  I  do  not  know 
what  he  did,  but  it  resulted  in  his  reque-sting  me  to  have  the  chair- 
man of  the  county  committee  attend  the  conference. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  ever  suggest  to  Gov.  Yates  that  he  should  call 
in  20  men  and  vou  should  call  in  20  men  to  act  hm  witnes.ses  to  a  politi- 
cal compact  of  some  sort  which  had  been  entered  into? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  I  do  not  recall  any.  I  suggested  calling  iu  the 
active,  responsible  leaders  of  the  party  who  had  supported  me.  I  do 
not  recall  that  any  number  was  mentioned.  I  think  that  was  rather 
a  large  number. 

Mr.  Healt.  AVere  you  in  a  position  at  that  time  to  deliver  to  those 
leaders  that  future  political  nlliance? 

Mr.  Deneen.  \o;  not  at  all;  except  whatever  force  my  advice 
might  have. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  attempt  to  do  that? 

Mr.  Denekn.  Do  you  mean  later? 

Mr.  Healt.  Then  or  later. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  discussed  the  matter  at  that  time,  I  think — we  two 
men — if  I  re<'ollect.- 

Mr.  Healt.  Was  the  action  of  Gov.  Yates  in  lending  or  giving  his 
support  to  your  gubernatorial  candidacy  conditioned  in  any  way  upon 
your  future  position,  so  far  as  his  ambition  to  go  to  the  United  States 
Senate  was  concerned  ( 

Mr.  Deneen.  Not  at  all,  in  so  far  as  any  statements  were  made  by 
me. 

Mr.  Healt.  Was  anything  of  that  sort  said  in  your  presence  by 
anybody  else? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  Healt.  Was  any  argument  of  that  kind  made  ? 

Mr.  Denees.  None  was  made. 

Mr.  Healt.  Was  such  an  arrangement  made  later? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No.  We  supported  Gov.  Yates  thereafter,  and  those 
who  were  directly  connected  with  me  did.  Some  who  supported  me 
did  not. 
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Mr.  Healt.  Was  the  support  which  you  gave  Gov.  Yates  later  in- 
duced in  any  way  by  his  action  in  that  State  convention  vhlch  nrnni- 
nated  jou? 

Mr.  Detjben.  Well,  I  felt  friendly  to  him  because  of  the  support  he 
had  given  me. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  subsequently  supported  his  candidacy} 

Mr.  Deneen.  For  Senator. 

Mr.  Healy,  Generally,  throughout  the  State? 

Mr.  Deneen.  My  friends  did;  yes. 

Mr.  Healy,  During  that  can<Udacy,  or  at  any  time  thereafter,  did 
anv  political  feeling  arise  between  vou  and  Gov.  Yates? 

Mr.  Deneen.  You  mean  during  his  candidacy! 

Mr.  Healy.  For  United  States  Senator. 

Mr.  Deneen,  Well,  I  do  not  know  about  that.  I  have  read  his  tes- 
timony, and  he  seemed  to  have  had  some  considerable  feeling,  but  it 
was  not  manifest  at  that  time. 

Mr,  Hbaly.  When,  for  the  first  time,  did  you  ascertain  that  he  pos- 
sessed any  feeling,  so  far  as  you  were  concerned  ? 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  could  not  tell  the  time;  in  some  interviews  or 
speeches  that  he  made.    I  could  not  tell  the  time. 

Mr,  Healy.  Interviews  in  the  public  press! 

Mr.  Deneen.  In  the  public  press. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  he  have  any  interviews  or  talks  with  you  in  which 
he  indicated  his  feelings? 

Mr.  Deneen.  We  had  a  number  of  conferences  together  during  the 
campaign.  There  was  no  feeling  indicated  to  me,  no  indication  of  ill 
feeling  by  him.  There  was  discussion  in  reference  to  the  methods 
of  conducting  his  campaign. 

Mr.  Healy.  Advising  with  each  other  as  to  how  his  campaign 
should  be  conducted ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  As  to  how  his  campaign  should  be  conducted. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  have  any  interviews  or  conferences  with  him 
subsequently,  in  which  he  indicated  any  ill  feeling  toward  you  or 
your  friends! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  Healt,  Did  he  ever  come  to  your  office  in  the  city  of  Spring- 
field, the  governor's  office,  and  there  inform  you  that  you  had  not 
dealt  fairly  with  him;  that  you  had  deceived  him! 

Mr.  Deneen.  No,  sir;  not  at  all.  He  never  made  such  a  statement 
to  me. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  he  ever  question  your  veracity  in  any  way? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Never  in  the  world ;  not  to  me.  I  do  not  know  about 
others. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  have  never  seen  a  copy  of  the  letter  whicliTie  sent 
to  Senator  Lorimer  ? 

Mr,  Deneen.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy,  Did  he  elsewhere,  other  than  at  the  office,  ever  tell 
yoii  that  you  had  deceived  him! 

Mr,  Deneen.  Never,  Our  relations  have  been  pleasant  so  far  as  I 
know.  When  we  have  been  together  there  has  never  been  any  indi- 
cation of  ill  will.  There  have  been  plenty  of  indications  outside  of 
personal  relations. 

Mr.  Healy.  Gov.  Yates  did  noi;  succeed  in  his  S^iatorial  ambition 
at  that  time ! 
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"Ml.  Deneen.  Ko,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  Coming  down  to  the  election  of  November,  1908,  you 
were  a  candidate  to  succeed  yourself  in  that  election  f 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  was. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  you  were  elected  i 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  That  election  was  preceded  by  a  warm  primary  fight, 
waa  it  nott 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  was. 

Mr.  Healt.  In  which  more  or  less  bitterness  existed  t 

Mr.  Dbneen.  Bather  a  lon^  prima^  contest. 

Mr.  Healt.  After  the  election  of  November,  1908,  what,  if  any- 
thing, did  you  do  toward  the  organization  of  the  bouse  and  senate 
of  Illinois  I 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  advised  those  who  had  supported  me,  and  who 
were  termed  platform  Kepublicans,  to  get  together  and  agree  among 
themselves  in  reference  to  a  candidate  tor  speaker  of  the  lower  h-juse. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  indicate  in  any  way  whom  their  choice 
should  bef 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  there  were  about  10,  I  think,  friendly  to  me, 
who  were  candidate. 

Mr.  Healt.  In  that  suggestion  were  you  opposed  to  the  candidacy 
of  any  man  who  was  then  a  candidate  for  speaker! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Do  you  mean  who  was  a  candidate  among  the  10,  or 
otherwise  t 

Mr.  Healt.  Otherwise. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  was  opposed  to  Mr.  Shurtleffj  who  was  a  candidate. 

Mr.  Healt.  When  was  Mr.  Shurtleff's  candidacy  for  the  speaker- 
shh>  announced? 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  do  not  recall  the  time.  I  think  it  was  understood 
when  he  was  a  candidate  for  election  that  he  would  be  a  candidate 
for  speaker  in  the  event  that  he  was  elected.  It  was  understood  that 
if  elected  he  would  be  a  candidate. 

Mr,  Healt.  When  did  you  understand  or  learn  that  he  was  an 
active  candidate  for  that  position,  after  the  election  of  November, 
19081 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  could  not  state  the  time.  When  he  announced  his 
candidacy  for  member  of  the  house  of  representatives,  it  was  plain  he 
would  be  a  candidate  for  speaker.     I  think  that  was  assumed  by 


Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  or  your  friends  do  anything  at  that  time  to 
effect  the  election  of  a  particular  candidate  to  that  position? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No.  I  advised  the  members  who  were  friendly  to 
me  to  get  together  in  a  conference  and  agree  among  themselves  as  to 
their  choice. 

Mr.  Healt.  Was  such  a  conference  held  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  they  had  several. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  know  how  many  of  the  Republican  members 
of  the  Illinois  House  participated  in  that  conference? 

Mr.  Deneen.  My  recollection  is  that  there  were  6,  and  then  later, 
in  the  caucus,  54  or  56  attended,  but  I  am  not  sure  that  I  remember  it 
accurately. 
*  Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  recall  the  number  of  Republican  members  in 
the  niinois  House  at  that  time? 
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Mr.  Deheen.  I  think  there  were  89, 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  a  considerable  number  of  those  members  meet  in 
caucus  on  the  spealtership  question! 

Mr.  Denebn,  I  think  there  were  54  or  56  who  met.  I  do  not  recall 
accurately.    The  matter  can  be  verified  easily  enough. 

Mr.  Healy,  What  was  the  result  of  that  caucus! 

Mr,  Denben.  The  caucus  met  in  the  supreme  court  room,  balloted 
in  secret,  and  agreed  upon  Mr.  Edward  King  as  their  choice  for 
speaker. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  You  did  not  attend  that  conference! 

Mr.  Denisbn.  No. 

Mr.  Healy.  Was  it  attended  by  any  others  than  members  of  the 
House  t 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  not.  That  was  the  general  statement,  that 
it  was  not.    I  think  there  was  nobody  but  members  present. 

Mr,  Hbalt.  From  what  part  of  the  State  did  Mr.  King  come  ? 

Mr.  Denebn.  Galesburg. 

Mr.  Healy.  After  the  caucus  which  decided  upon  the  selection  of 
Mr.  King,  what,  if  anything,  developed  in  the  speakership  6ght! 

Mr.  E^NEEN.  The  next  day  the  speaker  was  elected.  Mr.  Shurt- 
leff  was  elected  speaker. 

Mr.  Healy.  Was  he  a  candidate,  so  far  as  you  know,  before  the 
caucus! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  have  been  informed  that  he  did  not  attend  the 
caucus. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  know  whether  any  of  the  men  who  attended 
the  caucus  which  decided  upon  the  selection  of  Mr.  King  supported 
the  candidacy  of  Mr.  Shurtleff  for  the  position  of  speaker  of  the 
house? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  not. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  recollect  how  many  Eepublican  members  of 
the  house  voted  for  Mr.  Shurtleff  on  that  occasion! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Twenty-five. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  the  others  voted  for  whom ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  For  Mr.  King,  I  think,  largely;  and  I  think  Mr. 
Trover  received  5  votes,  and  probably  Mr.  E^eman  1.  I  do  not 
recall.    He  was  a  candidate,  I  think. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  Mr.  Troyer  received  5  votes! 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  is  ray  recollection. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  Mr.  Kleman  1  ? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  am  not  sure  of  that,  but  I  think  he  received  1, 

Mr.  Healy.  And  Mr.  King  received  the  caucus  vote  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  coucus  vote, 

Mr.  Healt.  Who  besides  the  25  Eepublican  members  of  the  house 
sided  or  voted  for  Shurtleff  for  speaker! 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  60  Democrats  out  of  the  64  in  the  house  voted 
for  him, 

Mr.  Hbalt.  Do  you  know  how  that  was  arranged  or  brought 
about? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  I  could  not  tell  you.  I  was  not  consulted  about 
it;  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  say  you  opposed  the  candidacy  of  Mr.  Shurtleff? 

Mr.  Denben.  Yes.  - 

Mr.  Healt.  Why! 
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Mr.  Dekeen.  I  felt  that  he  and  his  friends  were  banded  together 
to  prevent  our  putting  into  the  statutes  the  policies  that  had  been 
advocated  in  our  platform,  and  also  because  he  was  very  strongly 
opposed  to  me  and  my  administration. 

Mr.  Healt.  Had  he  been  your  political  supporter  prior  to  that 
time. 

Mr.  Deneen.  You  mean  in  our  political  contests? 
Mr.  HEAr.r.  Yes. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Xo  ;  I  think  not.     In  fact,  I  did  not  know  Mr.  Shurt- 
leff  when  I  had  my  first  contest.     I  do  not  think  we  had  ever  met. 
We  may  have  met.  but  it  would  be  casually  if  we  did. 
Mr.  Hbaly,  Had  he  occupied  the  position  of  =i)eaker  prior  to  1909? 
Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  speaker  in  190.">  and  again  in  1907. 
Mr.  Healt.  Had  you  aided  his  candidacy  on  either  of  those  occa- 
sions ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  was  friendly  to  his  candidacy;  yes,  sir. 
Mr.  Healy.  Was  there  anv  opposition  to  his  candidacy  in  190.)  and 
1907  S 

Mr.  Deneen.  There  was  in  1905,  and  I  do  not  recall  the  opposition 
in  1907.  If  there  was  opposition  in  1907,  I  think  it  was  in  the 
caucus. 

Mr.  Healt.  When  did  the  political  opposition  of  Mr.  Shurtleff  to 
you  and  your  friends. develop? 

Mr.  Deneen.  In  the  session  of  1907. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  know  what  brought  that  about?  So  far  as  you 
know  has  he  ever  indicated  in  any  public  way  why  he  was  opposed  to 
you  or  your  friends? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No,  sir;  he  never  indicated  to  me,  nor  have  I  heard 
why  he  was  opposed  to  me.  I  have  made  inquiry  in  that  regard  and 
never  elicited  any  information. 

Senator  Kern".  What  were  the  measures  of  your  administration 
that  he  opposed  in  1907  ? 

Mr.  DE^EEN.  In  1907  I  made  the  race  on  a  primary  law  and  & 
civil-service  law  for  the  State  charitable  and  penal  institutions,  and 
opposition  to  collecting  a  percentage  of  the  salaries  to  form  a  fund 
to  conduct  political  campaigns.  I  think  he  was  more  opposed  to  the 
primary  law  than  to  the  others.  He  and  I  disagreed  in  reference  to 
primary  legislation,  although  he  supported  in  the  first  session  the 
bill  that  we  had:  bnt  he  did  that  more  out  of  consideration  for  me 
than,  I  think,  from  his  judgment  in  reference  to  the  merits  of  the 
bill — I  so  gatiiered  from  his  talk,' 

Mr.  Healy.  Prior  to  tlie  time  you  were  elected  governor,  was  tliere 
any  general  primary  law  on  the  statute  books  of  Illinois? 
Mr.  Deneen.  Not  a  general  one. 
Mr.  Healy.  Was  there  any  law  on  that  subject  ? 
Mr.  Deneen.  There  was  a  law  that  affected  Cook  County,  and  I 
think  one  or  two  others.     It  was  an  optional  law. 

Mr.  Healy.  How  was  the  balance  of  the  State  governed  so  far  as 
the  conduct  of  political  primaries  was  concerned? 

Mr.  DENEiiN.  By  the  rules  adopted  by  the  various  county  com- 
mittees, 

Mr.  Healy.  No  obligation  or  law  on  the  subject? 
Mr.  Deneen.  Xo — usage  and  the  judgment  Of  the  majority. 
Mr.  Healt.  Now,  do  you  recall  when  it  was  that  Mr.  Shurtleff  was 
elected  speaker? 
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Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  elected  in  January,  1905;  January,  1907; 
and  on  January  C,  1909.     The  last  time  was  on  the  6th  of  January. 

Mr,  Healt,  And  that  was  at  the  legislative  session  which  subse- 
quently elected  Senator  I^orimer? 

Mr.  Dekeen.  It  was;  yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  Xow,  coining  to  the  senatorial  contest  which  was 
waged  before  that  legislative  session,  what  position  did  you  and 
your  friends  occupy  with  reference  to  the  candidacy  of  any  of  the 
men  who  were  before  the  Illinois  Legislature  seeking  the  position  ? 

Mr.  De>-eex.  Our  friends  had  been  in  control,  I  think,  or  we  were 
in  the  majority,  of  the  State  convention  that  indorsed  tlio  result  of 
the  primary  vote  in  the  platfonn  and  favored  Senator  Hopkins. 

Mr.  He.\ly.  Did  yon  personally  favor  his  candidacy? 

Mr.  Dekeen.  I  favored  it;  yes,  sir. 

ilr.  Healt.  What,  in  a  general  way,  did  you  do  to  promote  it? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  advised  the  holding  of  a  caucus  immediately  after 
the  convening  of  the  general  assembly  in  reference  to  settling  the 
party  matters. 

Mr.  Healy.  How  was  that  brought  alwut—tlie  caucus  of  which  you 
just  spoke? 

Blr.  Dkneex.  I  advised,  of  course,  holding  a  caucus  in  the  first 
in>itance  for  speaker.  There  was  a  feeling  among  a  certain  number 
of  men  that  they  should  have  a  conference,  and  others  that  they 
should  have  none.  It  resulted  in  a  caucus,  and  I  have  told  you  about 
that  and  its  being  in  fiivor  of  Mr.  King.  Then,  after  Mr,  Shurtleff 
wa^  elected  I  re("(ue5ted  the  State  committee  to  have  a  meeting  at 
Springfield  and  adopt  a,  resolution  setting  forth  the  views  of  the 
State  committee  in  reference  to  the  means  which  the  llepublicans 
Kh<mld  adopt,  to  be  followed,  to  carry  out  their  platform,  and  to  con- 
trol, hecau.se  they  were  in  the  majonty.  Then  I  advised  the  holding 
of  a  caucus  in  reference  to  the  swiafonal  matter  it.ielf. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  did  you  advise  in  that  respect? 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  a  caucus  be  held  and  the  ditferences  be  adjusted 
there.  There  was  a  large  number  of  men  who  felt  that  because  they 
had  been  instructed  for  Mr.  F()ss  by  the  people  in  their  various 
senatorial  districts,  therefore  they  were  tmund  to  follow  the  instruc- 
tions of  the  district  rather  than  the  instructions  of  the  State,  and 
others  felt  that  the  instructions  by  the  Eepublicans  of  the  State  at 
large  should  be  followed.  I  advised  holding  a  caucus  and  letting 
those  who  felt  they  should  follow  their  districts  vote  in  the  caucus 
for  Mr.  Foss,  and  then,  having  voted,  to  unite  thereafter  by  follow- 
ing the  majority, 

Mr.  Healt.  Where  was  it  that  you  advocated  the  holding  of  such 
a  caucus? 

Mr,  Dexeen,  At  Springfield. 

Mr.  Healy,  before  what  assembly  or  body  or  meeting? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  the  matter  of  a  general  Republican  caucus  was 
discussed  in  a  State  committee  meeting.  I  think  it  was,  on  the  12  of 
January,  1909. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  who  comprised  the  membership  of  that  meeting? 

Mr.  Deneen.  One  committeeman  from  each  congressional  district 
in  the  State— 2.5. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  was  the  result  of  the  action  of  that  meeting? 

Mr.  Deneen.  a  resolution  was  finally  adopted. 
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Mr.  Healt.  Have  you  a,  copy  of  that  resolution ! 
Mr.  Denebn.  I  have  it  here. 

Mr.  Healt,  Was  that  a  resolution  presented  by  you) 
Mr.  Denebn.  I  prepared  it;  yes. 
Mr,  Healt.  Did  you  personally  present  itt 
Mr.  Deneen.  Yes ;  I  presented  it.    I  attended  the  meeting. 
Mr.  Healt.  Is  that  a  long  resolution  1 
Mr.  Deneen.  It  is  a  short  one. 
Mr.  Healt.  Will  you  read  it,  please  t 

Mr.  Deneen.  This  resolution  was  introduced  by  me  at  a  meeting 
of  the  State  committee  on  January  12,  and  is  as  fmlows ; 

WLerens  after  the  genera]  election  of  November  3,  1908,  there  were  In  the 
general  ass^nbly  38  Republican  senatorB  out  of  a  total  of  SI  members  of  the 
s«iate,  and  89  Republican  representatives  of  the  153  memlwrs  of  the  house  of 
repreeentatlTes,  giving  the  Republican  Party  a  majority  In  each  branch  of  the 
general  aBsembly;  and 

Wliereae  the  Republlcaa  Party  wae  charged  by  reason  of  these  majorities 
with  the  responsibility  of  l^lglatlon  in  our  State  for  the  ensuing  two  years; 
and 

Whereas  the  Republican  Party  can  meet  these  responsibilities  only  throngb 
the  joint  action  of  each  member ;  and 

Whereas  legislation  r^^rdlng  matters  to  which  the  party  Is  committed  and 
for  which  it  is  responsible  can  be  accomplished  only  through  the  appointment 
and  control  of  the  committees  In  the  house  and  senate,  on  which  the  Republican 
Party  should  have  a  majority  representation ;  and 

Whereas  a  Republican  caucus  was  called  by  the  chairman  of  this  committee 
to  meet  In  the  old  supreme  court  room  at  the  Btatehouse  on  Tuesday,  the  fith 
day  of  January,  1900,  a  notice  of  which  was  sent  to  ea<^  Republican  memiier 
of  the  house  of  representatives,  and  31  members  of  the  house  of  representatives 
refused  to  enter  or  refrained  from  entering  such  caucus,  and  refused  to  abide 
by  the  action  of  the  caucus:  Therefore  be  It 

Reaoh'ed,  That  we,  the  State  central  committee  of  the  Republican  Party  of 
Illinois,  recognizing  fills  committee  as  the  organized  agent  of  the  party,  through 
which  only  It  can  act,  request  all  Republican  members  of  the  general  assembly 
to  meet  In  caucus  for  the  purpose  of  reconciling  party  differences,  framing  a 
program  regarding  party  matters,  and  determining  upon  the  course  of  the  party 
In  such  matters  by  a  majority  vote,  and  to  abide  by  the  same, 

Mr,  Healt.  And  that  resolution,  you  say,  was  adopted? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Finally  adopted;  yes. 

Mr.  Healt,  Was  there  any  opposition  to  it! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes ;  a  very  considerable. 

Mr.  Healy.  Who  opposed  itt 

Mr,  Deneen,  The  matter  was  under  discussion,  I  think,  from  10 
o'clock  in  the  morning  until  5  or  6  o'clock  in  the  afternoon.  It  was 
a  long  session.  Do  you  wish  me  to  give  you  the  names  of  those  who 
opposed  it? 

Mr.  Healt,  Yes. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  it  was  discussed  by  the  former  mayor  of  Chi- 
cago, Mr.  Busse;  the  postmaster  of  Chicago,  Mr.  Campbell. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  wnat  was  their  position! 

Mr.  Denebn.  They  were  either  State  committeemen  or  held  proxies 
of  State  committeemen — Col.  Frank  Smith,  of  Livingston  County, 
HI,;  Mr.  Crowley,  from  the  Freeport  district;  Mr.  Reeves,  the  former 
Congressman;  and  a  number  of  others  besides  myself. 

Mr.  Healy,  What  arttitude  did  those  men  occupy  with  reference  to 
the  resolution!    Were  they  friendly  to  it  or  opposed  to  it  I 

Mr,  Deneen,  Most  of  them  were  opposed  to  the  resolution.  They 
felt  that  the  committee  should  not  act — should  take  no  action  at  all. 
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Mr.  Hrat.y.  Had  the  men  whom  you  have  named  taken  any  posi- 
tion on  the  senatorial  question! 

Mr.  DxMEEK.  Well,  I  assume  they  had. 

Mr.  Healy.  Whose  senatorial  candidacy  were  they  aiding  at  that 
time  I 

Mr.  Denebn,  All  of  them,  I  think,  were  aiding  Senator  Hopkins. 

Mr.  Healt.  All  of  the  men  whom  you  have  named  ? 

Mr.  Den£en.  I  think  so — all  of  them. 

Mr.  Hbaly.  Then  I  assume  from  that  that  Senator  Hopkins  and 
his  friends  were  opposed  to  the  adoption  of  that  resolution* 

Mr.  Drmebm.  I  would  not  say  that  was  so,  but  those  who  were 
there  were  opposed  to  it 

Mr.  Healt.  Upon  what  grounds  did  they  base  their  opposition? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  argument  that  the  State  committee  should  not 
interfere  and  should  allow  matters  to  take  their  course  there  in  the 
general  assembly  without  advice  from  the  State  committee. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  the  result  of  the  adoption  of  that  resolution  by  the 
State  committee  was  an  attempt  made  subsequently  to  hold  such  a 
caucus  as  was  indicated  by  the  document  you  have  just  readi 

Mr.  Deneen,  No,  sir;  the  committeranen  were  requested  to  notify 
the  members  of  the  house  in  their  several  districts ;  that  is,  the  Be- 
publican  members,  and  to  ascertain  whether  any  of  those  members 
would  enter  such  a  caucus  and  report  back  that  evening  at  8  o'clock. 
A  number  of  us  gathered  at  the  place  where  they  were  to  report,  but 
they  did  not  report,  and  there  was  no  meeting  held. 

Mr,  Healy.  And  such  a  caucus  was  never  held? 

Mr.  Beheen.  Noj  sir. 

Mr.  Healt,  Coming  back  for  a  moment  to  the  caucus  which  de- 
clared itself  in  favor  of  the  candidacy  of  Mr.  King,  were  all  of  the 
Republican  members  of  the  house  invited  to  participate  in  that 
caucus? 

Mr.  Deneen.  So  I  understand. 

Mr.  Healy.  Not  only  those  who  attended,  but  those  who  refrained 
from  attending? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes,  all ;  I  am  quite  sure  that  was  the  fact. 

Mr.  Healy.  After  this  meeting  of  January  12,  1909,  what,  if  any- 
thing, did  you  do  with  reference  to  the  senatorial  contest  then  being 
wa^d  in  uie  State ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  the  matter  ran  on  until  Senator  Lorimer  was 
elected.     The  matter  was  discussed  every  day. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  did  you  do  in  the  interim,  if  anything? 

Mr.  DsNEEN.  Well,  I  do  not  quite  catch  the  meaning  of  me  ques- 
tion, 

Mr.  Healy.  Were  you  in  the  contest  aiding  or  opposing  the  can- 
didacy of  any  man  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  supported  Mr.  Hopkins. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  were  you  doing  in  support  of  his  candidacy? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  had  very  many  discussions  with  a  great  many  men. 
If  you  will  direct  my  attention  to  any  specific  matter.  I  think  it 
will  help.  It  was  generally  talked.  It  would  require  going  through 
the  whole  matter. 

Mr,  Healy.  I  want  you  to  give  the  committee  a  general  idea  of 
what  you  did  in  aid  of  Mr.  Hopkins's  candidacy  ? 
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Mr,  Denben.  There  were  two  matters  running  along  together  in 
our  legislature  tiiat  excited  a  great  deal  of  controversy  and  difference. 
One  was  the  unseating  of  myself  as  governor,  a  conteet  waged  upon 
me,  which  continued  until  March  17,  and  the  other  was  this  matter  of 
the  senatorship.  They  ran  along  together  and  were  discussed  to- 
gether. 

Mr.  Healt.  When  was  the  contest  against  you  filed  ? 

Mr.  Denbbn.  It  was  filed  on  the  12th  or  13th  of  January. 

Mr,  Hbalt.  Filed  by  your  Democratic  opponents  in  the  election? 

Mr.  Deneen.  By  Gen.  Adlai  Stevenson;  yes. 

Mr.  HsALT.  MTiat  were  the  grounds  of  that  contest? 

Mr.  Deneen.  There  were  three.  First,  that  men  who  were  not 
naturalized  citizens  of  the  United  States  or  of  the  State  of  Illinois 
voted  for  me  in  every  county  in  the  State ;  second,  that  men  who  were 
not  citizens  of  the  State  of  Illinois  voted  for  me  in  every  county  of 
our  State;  and,  third,  that  votes  that  were  cast  for  Gen,  Stevenson 
were  counted  for  me  in  every  county  of  the  State  and  every  precinct. 
It  was  a  general  charge  that  involved  each  precinct  in  the  State. 

Mr.  IIealy.  By  whom  were  those  charges  presented? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  petition  was  presented  by  Mr.  Browne. 

Mr.  Healy.  Mr.  Lee  O'Neil  Browne? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr,  Healt.  He  was  then  a  member  of  the  house? 

Mr.  Dkxeen,  Yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  A  Democratic  member? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes.  . 

Mr,  Healt.  What  was  done  with  those  charges? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  exactly  the  stages  of  the  develop- 
ment, but  a  committee  was  appointed  finally.  In  fact,  the  contest 
arose  before  the  petition  was  filed.  The  penate  refused  to  meet  the 
house  for  some  time  to  canvass  the  vote  for  the  governor  and  the 
State  officers.     Shall  I  go  on? 

Mr.  Healt.  Yes ;  go  on  and  state  the  matter  briefly. 

Mr.  Deneen.  A  number  of  my  friends  expected  that  Gen.  Steven- 
son would  be  declared  to  be  governor  and  place  upon  me  the  burden 
of  making  a  contest.  The  presiding  officer  of  the  senate  ruled  that 
by  reason  of  the  provision  of  the  constitution  of  our  State  the  can- 
vassing board  is  comprised  of  the  two  houses,  not  acting  in  joint 
session,  but  sitting  in  tlie  same  room,  each  a  separate  body.  They  had 
some  difficulty  there  in  determining  whether  or  not  tliey  would  dare 
meet,  fearing  that  the  speaker  would  declare  it  a  joint  session,  where 
a  contest  could  be  filed  only.  An  agreement  was  reached,  finally,  by 
which  the  ruling  of  the  presiding  officer  of  the  senate  was  agreed 
upon— agreed  to  be  followed;  and  the  house  nnd  senate  finally  met 
and  canvassed  the  returns.  Then,  later,  I  think  the  following  day, 
the  contest  was  filed,  after  the  returns  were  canvassed. 

Senator  Keen,  About  what  date  was  that,  Governor? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  think  the  contest  was  filed  on  the  13th  of  Janu- 
ary ;  and  these  meetings  had  occurred  along  on  the  6th,  7th,  8th,  or 
9th,  several  days  beforehand.  I  have  memoranda  here  on  that 
subject. 

Senator  Kern.  The  vote  was  finally  canvassed  alwut  the  12th? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  12th  or  13th.  I  think  it  was  the  12th  or  13th, 
but  I  am  not  sure  about  that  I  have  memoranda  from  which  I  can 
make  it  definite. 
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Senator  Fletcher.  Who  was  then  the  presiding  officer  of  the 
senate? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  presiding  officer  was  Gov.  Sherman.  Mr.  Short- 
leff  was  the  presiding  officer  in  the  house. 

Senator  I'letcher.  The  contest  was  finally  settled  when — in 
March? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  17th  or  18th  of  March,  I  think. 

Mr.  Healt.  How  was  it  settled,  Governor. 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  committee  ruled  that  the  contestant  would  be 
required  to  file  specifications  and  charges.  They  were  not  filed,  and 
"  the  contest  was  dismissed. 

Mr.  Healy.  What,  if  anything,  did  you  do  with  reference  to  the 
contest  ? 

Mr.  Dbnbbn.  I  employed  an  attorney,  and  he  attended  to  the  case. 

Mr.  Healt.  Was  there  any  suggestion  by  you  or  by  your  counsel 
with  reference  to  counting  the  ballots  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
what  the  fact  was! 

Mr,  Dexkf.n-,  Yes;  I  offered  publicly  to  have  the  ballots  counted 
if  they  could  arrange  to  count  them  in  time — if  they  had  a  sufficient 
number  of  men  to  count  them  within  a  reasonable  time.  I  think  we 
tendered  that. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  were  in  constant  attendance,  or  substantially  in 
constant  attendance,  during  the  senatorial  deadlock  in  1909  at 
Springfield,  were  you  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  w.os  there,  I  think,  on  practically  all  the  legislative 
days. 

Mr.  Healt.  During  that  contest,  did  you  meet  Senator  Lorimer 
at  any  time? 

Mr.  Deneen,  Quite  often;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  When  did  you  first  meet  him! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  met  the  Senator  on  the  18th  of  January. 

Mr.  Healy.  1909? 

Mr.  Deneen.  1909. 

Mr,  Healt.  When  with  reference  to  this  meeting  of  the  State 
central  committee? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  day  following, 

Mr.  Healt.  How  was  that  meeting  arranged? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  exactly,  except  by  hearsay,  by  in- 
formation.   Mr.  West  arranged  it. 

Mr,  Healt,  What  is  your  information  with  reference  to  how  the 
meeting  was  arranged? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  matter  was  discussed  between  the  Senator  and 
Mr.  West. 

Senator  Kern.  What  West?    Roy  West? 

Mr,  Deneen.  Mr.  Koy  O.  West,  the  chairman  of  the  State  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  did  Mr.  West  inform  you  with  reference  to  how 
the  meeting  was  arranged,  who  suggested  it,  or  what  was  done  along 
that  line? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Mr.  West  asked  me  whether  or  not  Mr.  Lorimers 
visit  would  be  agreeable — whether  it  would  be  received  favorably. 
I  said  it  would ;  that  he  would  be  received  agreeably ;  and  he  called. 
I  have  understood  that  the  matter  had  been  discussed  for  some  con- 
siderable time  before  that  between  the  two  and  others,  such  as  Sena- 
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tor  Curtis,  Mr,  Small,  the  Congressman,  and  other  Senators — several 
others,  I  assume,  but  I  do  not  recall;  I  only  know  it  by  the  state- 
ments that  hare  been  made. 

Mr.  Healt.  Prior  to  that  time  your  political  relations  with  Senator 
Lorimer  were  unfriendly,  I  assume! 

Mr.  Deneen.  We  had  not  tx^n  working  together.  Our  personal 
relations 

Mr.  Hkaly.  For  how  many  yearat 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Will  you  not  finish  your  answer  about  the  personal 
relations  i 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  personal  relations  were  not  unfriendly.  We 
nevCT  quarreled. 

Mr.  Heu.t.  For  about  how  many  years ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  the  Senator  opposed  my  renomination,  and 
he  opposed  my  first  nomination.  I  think  five  or  six  years  had  elapsed 
when  we  had  not  been  in  conferences^  as  I  recollect 

Mr.  Healt.  Five  or  six  years  prior  to  this  meeting  of  January, 
1909* 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes.  Oh,  we  had  met  occasional^,  but  never  except 
when  we  were  thrown  together  with  a  number  of  people.  I  may  be 
mistaken  about  that,  but  that  is  the  best  of  my  recollection. 

Mr,  Healt.  Before  that  time,  Governor,  what  had  been  your 
political  relations  with  Senator  Lorimert 

Mr.  Deneen.  We  had  been  friendly, 

Mr.  Healy.  How  long  had  those  friendly  relations  continued? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  had  a  speaking  acquaintance  with  the  Senator,  I 
think,  as  far  back  as  1891  or  1892;  and  our  relations  became  friendly 
in  1894  or  just  preceding  that — in  1894,  I  think,  before  he  was  nomi- 
nated for  Congress. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  continued  until  when  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Until  some  time  before  I  became  a  candidate  for 
governor;  I  think  two  or  three  years,  or  two  years. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  he  support  you  in  your  contest  for  prosecuting 
attorney  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yesj  he  did. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  support  him  in  his  candidacy  for  Con- 
gress! 

Mr.  Deneen.  For  Congress?  Yes.  I  was  the  State  committee- 
man in  his  district,  congressional  committeeman,  and  he  was  tlie 
Congressman ;  and  our  relations  were  very  close. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  Senator  Jjorimer  support  your  condidacy  for 
State's  attorney  of  Cook  County  for  both  terms! 

Mr.  Deneen.  In  1896  and  1900;  yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  Coming  down  to  tfiis  meeting  of  January  13,  1909: 
Where  did  that  occur! 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  occurred  in  my  office  in  the  capitol  building. 

Mr.  Healt.  About  what  time  of  the  day  or  night  did  you  meet  the 
Senator ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Late  in  the  afternoon;  I  think  it  was  just  at  the 
close  of  office  hours ;  I  think  about  5  o'clock. 

Mr.  Healt.  Was  any  person  other  than  you  and  he  present  at  that 
talk  or  conference! 

Mr.  Deneen,  No. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  that  have  to  do  with  the  senat^al  question  then 
before  the  legislature?  , ,  CiOOolc 
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Mr.  DsNEBN.  No;  it  was  a  general  discusaion  of  ptrfitical  cod- 
ditiQD& 

Mr.  Healt.  I  wish  you  would  tell  the  committee  what  the  dtscua- 
sioD  was — the  substance  of  what  you  said  and  what  the  Senator 
said. 

Mr.  Dknben.  It  continued,  I  think,  about  five  hours.  I  know  it 
ran  up  imtil  time  foe  the  evening  meal,  and  then  we  went  over  to 
the  mansion  and  discussed  it. there.  I  think  the  political  discussion 
occurred  before  I  went  over  to  dinner.  The  general  discussion  ran 
along  the  lines  of  getting  accurate  knovfledge  of  the  conditions  in 
the  general  assembly. 

Sir.  TIe.\ly.  WI  at  kind  of  matters  were  talked  of? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Chiefly,  to  begin  with,  about  myself. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  Tell  us  what  you  said? 

Mr.  Dexeex.  The  matter  that  was  discussad.  I  think,  at  frreat^st 
length,  was  the  conduct  of  the  State  committee,  and  the  situation  in 
reference  to  myself  and  the  administmtion. 

Senator  Kebn,  That  is,  your  contest? 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  bore  on  the  contest,  somewhat,  but  that  was  not 
specifically  talked  of.  The  point  of  discussion  which  wo  were  trying 
to  elicit  information  about  was  in  reference  to  the  attitude  of  men 
who  had  theretofore  supported  me  and  who  were  siii>pof;('d  to  be 
friendly  to  the  administration — aB  to  what  they  would  do.  and  how 
far  they  Would  go,  aud  whether  or  not  they  were  giving  me  the 
support  that  I  should  expect  in  a  contest  of  that  kind. 

neuator  Kerm.  IJad  Shurtleff  b«en  elected  at  the  time,  of  this 
conference? 

Mr.  Deneex.  Yes;  he  had  been  elected..  Ha  was  elected  on  the 
6th  of  January.  The  Republican  meeting,  occurred  on  the  12th  of 
January,  and  this  meeting  between  the  Senntor  and- myself  occuri^ 
the  following  day,  the  I3Ui. 

Senator  £xn.  Was  the  election  of  Shurtleff  discuased  by  you  and 
Senif  toe  Loriin^  I 

Mr.  Dkkbek.  I  do  not  recollect  the  details,  but  I  suppose  it  was. 

Senator  Kern.  You  bad  been  opposed  to  Shurtloff's  election  ?' 

Mr.  Denq|m-  I  had  bwo  oppoatd  to  itt 

Senator  R^n.  And  he  had  favored  Shurtleff's  election,  as  I  under^ 
stqnd,? 

Mr.  Dexeex.  He  had  favored  it. 

Sen^lpr  Ipffi4»  Wa^  thm^'  any  diecuBsion  betwHon  you  aa  to  the 
reasons? 

Mf.  IhwEBK.  The  di^u^ipn  was  regarding  th^  elemoits.  of 
stren^  that  I  had  relied  uptai,  and  had  nol<  &\t,  tb&i'  I  w>a«.  sup* 
ported  as  well  as  I  had  hoped  and  expected;  and  he  was  poiotiQ^ 
,  out  the  weaknesses  of  my  position,  and  we  w«re  discussing  it;  It 
ran  along,  and  was  a  frank  talk  abiwt  conditions.  I  think,  my  c«i- 
test  was  discussod  ttten  only  in  a  general  way— no  details  at  all.  I 
discussed  with  him  what- would  be  the  outcome  of  this  coalition  as  it 
affected  me,  and  partif^ularly,  as.  to  whether  I  would  be  ousted  from 
office.    That,  I  tbink^  wa«;inentJiOned:at'th»t  timq. 

Senatqr  EzvN>  Did-  be  indicnte  to  yo^  that  ha  would  be  opposftd 
to  your  being  ousted? 
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Mr.  Dbneen.  No;  he  did  not  give  me  his  views  on  that  subject, 
nor  did  I  ask  him  his  views.  The  point  was  to  expedite  the  hearing 
and  bring  it  to  an  end,  and,  if  I  was  to  be  onsted,  to  have  it  occur 
at  <Hice  and  get  rid  of  it,  and  not  have  it  drag  along  indefinitely  and 
to  nobody's  advantage. 

Senator  Kebn.  In  the  course  of  that  five  hours'  conversation,  did 
he  indicate  any  feeling  on  his  part  as  to  whether  he  wanted  you  to  be 
governor  of  tllinois,  or  wanted  to  have  Stevenson  governor! 

Mr.  I>BNEBN.  No;  I  did  not  ask  him  about  that.  His  conversation 
was  friendly,  but  we  did  not  discuss  that  more  than  that.  We  did 
Dot  go  into  the  details.  Then  we  went  on  to  another  matter  that  was 
of  importance  to  us,  that  I  will  state. 

Senator  Kentok.  Before  you  leave  that  subject,  did  you  consider 
Mr.  Lorimer  a  party  who  would  be  influential  in  determining  whether 
or  not  you  would  be  ousted  from  office! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  assumed  that  he  and  Mr.  ShurtleS  would  finally 
settle  it. 

Senator  Kentok.  You  assumed  that  they  would  finally  settle  it! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  should  suppose  so;  yes. 

Sfoiator  Kenyon.  Did  they  have  power  to  settle  whether  or  not 
you  should  be  governor  of  Illinois  after  you  had  been  chosen  by  the 
people! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  had  heard  that  they  had  discussed  whether  or  not 
Mr.  Shurtleff  would  have  the  power  in  the  cuivassing  board  to  de- 
dare  Gen.  Stevenson  elected  regardless  of  the  returns,  and  place  upcoi 
me  the  burden  of  making  the  contest  I  think  Senator  Lorimer 
thought  that  he  had  that  power.  There  was  no  indication  to  me  as 
to  whether  or  not  he  thougnt  he  would  use  it. 

Soiator  Kenton.  Was  there  any  power  that  you  understood  would 
ecmbx>l  Speaker  Shurtleff! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  assumed  that  the  Senator  and  the  speaker  were  in 
harmony  and  would  work  together. 

Senator  KENroN.  So  that,  in  the  long  run,  you  considered  that 
Senator  Lorimer  would  determine  whether  or  not  you  Eliould  be 
governor  of  Illinois! 

Mr.  Denbbn.  Oh,  I  assumed  that  he  would  direct  the  course  of 
matters  finally;  yes. 

Senator  Kbnton.  Even  though  you  had  been  elected  by  how  much 
muority! 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  was  contested.  I  had  23,000  an  the  face  of  the 
returns.    We  did  not  go  into  the  merits  of  the  controversy  at  all. 

Senator  Kenton.  Is  your  system  of  politics  such  in  Illinois  that 
one  man  can  oust  a  perscHi  who  has  been  chosen  governor  by  the 
people! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  no. 

Senator  Kenton.  Was  it  at  that  time! 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  would  take  the  votes  of  the  majority  to  oust  him. 
It  could  not  be  reviewed  by  the  courts.  They  had  85  who  had  voted 
for  Mr.  Shurtleff  and  about  7  others  who  were  willing  to  do  it  and 
a  number  of  mwi  who  were  voting  for  us,  but  really  doing  it  under 
prcesure  at  home.  They  had  plenty  if  they  cared  to  do  it  by  the  mere 
fwce  of  numbers. 

Senator  Kenyon.  The  number  who  voted  for  Shurtleff  could  have 
eosted  you  as  governor! 
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Mr.  Deneen.  With  those  in  the  Senate — I  think  so.  That  was  ray 
judgment  at  the  time,  and  it  is  so  now. 

Senator  Gamble,  lou  stated,  Governor,  that  Senator  Lorimer 
favored  the  election  of  Speaker  Shurtleff.  What  do  you  know  as  to 
what  Senator  Lorimer  had  to  do  with  the  election  of  Mr.  Shurtleff  as 
speaker? 

Mr.  I>EX£BN.  I  do  not  know  anything  directly  about  the  matter, 
because  I  was  not  in  conference  about  it — not  consulted  about  it. 
But  from  the  course  of  events  since  and  the  course  of  events  which 
preceded  the  matter  I  had  assumed  that  he  was  the  directing  power. 

Senator  Gamble.  Had  he  been  in  Springfield  any  of  the  time  pre- 
ceding the  campaign  for  speaker? 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  do  not  know  about  that;  I  had  not  met  hira;  but 
I  rather  think  not.  Those  matters  were  arranged  in  conferences  at 
Chicago.    I  will  give  you  the  basis  of  my  judgment;  it  will  be  brief. 

After  the  contest  was  over — we  had  a  very  bitter  contest  in  both 
our  primaries  and  the  election — it  was  plain  that  the  majority  of  the 
Republicans  were  adverse  to  Mr.  Shurtleff.  Mr.  Shurtleff's  candi- 
dacy was  announced  or,  rather,  mentioned  in  the  papers  repeatedly, 
ri^t  along,  notwithstanding  there  were  from  54  to  59  of  the  89 
members  who  were  against  him.  Yet  he  was  a  candidate,  so  I  as- 
sumed that  there  must  be  an  understanding  that  he  was  to  get  votes 
outside  of  his  own  party.    It  required  77  votes  to  elect  him. 

Senator  Gamble.  This  caucus,  as  it  was  called,  of  the  Republican 
members  of  the  house  to  agree  upon  a  candidate  for  speaker,  you 
say  was  regularly  and  properly  called? 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  was  regularly  and  properly  called  at  the  usual 
time,  by  the  usual  person,  the  chairman  of  the  State  committee,  and 
at  the  usual  place,  which  is  the  old  supreme  court  room. 

Senator  (jtAmble.  And  a  certain  number  of  the  Republican  mem- 
bei-ship  declined  to  attend? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Tliirh'-one  did  not  attend. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Was  Mr.  Lee  O'Neil  Browne  influential  in  tiie 
election  of  Mr.  Shurtleff? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes.  Sixty  of  the  64  Democrats  voted  for  Mr.  Shurt- 
leff as  speaker. 

Senator  Kbnyon.  And  he  was  araong  them? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  among  them. 

Senator  Kenton,  Was  he  active  in  that  work  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  From  such  information  as  came  to  me  as  hearsay  I 
believe  he  was  active — very  active.    He  was  the  minoritv  leader. 

Senator  Gamble.  There  was  another  leader,  I  believe? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Mr.  Thomas  Tippitt. 

Senator  Gamble.  What  position  did  he  take  toward  the  election  of 
the  speaker? 

Mr.  Deneen.  There  were  two  factions  of  the  Democratic  Party — 
one  led  by  Mr.  Browne  and  one  by  Mr.  Tippitt.  They  united  in 
supporting  Mr.  Shurtleff. 

Senator  Gamble.  So  that  both  factions  supported  him  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  Mr.  Tippitt  introduced  a  resolution  at  the 
meeting  of  the  Democrats — at  their  caucus — supporting  Mr.  Shurtleff 
for  speaker,  and  then  it  was  withdrawn  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Shurt- 
leff, I  understood. 
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Senator  Gamble.  In  the  election  in  the  house,  how  many  Repub- 
lican votes  did  Mr.  Shurtleff  receive  for  speaker  and  how  many 
Democratic  votes? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  received  25  Bepublican  votes  and  60  Democratic 
votes,  making  85  in  all. 

Senator  Gauble.  And  how  many  did  the  Republican  candidate 
receive  t 

Mr.  Dbneen.  I  do  not  know.  It  is  there.  I  think  it  was  fifty  some- 
thing. As  I  recall  it,  it  was  54,  but  I  am  not  sure.  It  is  a  matter  that 
you  can  get  accurately.  It  required  77  to  elect.  He  received  85.  A 
man  named  Mr.  Troyer  was  a  candidate,  and  it  was  understood,  of 
course,  that  his  vote  was  really  a  Shurtleff  vote.  Most  of  them  were 
friendly. 

Senator  Kenton.  Was  Mr.  Lorimer  at  Springfield  when  Shurtleff 
was  elected  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know.  I  only  have  such  information  as  I 
have  gather(id  from  the  press,    I  think  not,  from  that  information. 

Senator  Kenyon.  How  soon  after  that  did  he  come  there? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  there  the  12th  and  13th,  I  think.  I  do  not 
know  whether  he  was  there  before  or  not 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  have  any  talk  with  Mr.  Iiee  O'Neil 
Browne  youH'elf  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No. 

Senator  ICenton,  Do  you  know  of  any  consultations  between  Mr. 
Lee  O'Neil  Browne  and  any  other  parties  about  the  election  of 
Shurtleff  or  about  your  being  ousted? 

Mr,  Deneen.  No. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Are  you  acquainted  with  Mr,  Browne! 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  am,  but  not  well. 

Senator  Gamble.  The  Republican  members  of  the  house  that  did 
not  vote  for  Mr,  Shurtleff  were  supposed  to  be  friends  of  yqi^rs? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  they  were  called  the  administration  factimi. 
They  were  called  the  "  Band  of  Hope,"  in  derision. 

Senator  Kenyon.  They  were  your  hope? 

Mr.  Deneen,  They  were  called  the  "  Band  of  Hope." 

Senator  Gamble.  That  was  about  54,  was  it? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Between  51  and  59.  The  other  m^n  were  c{ill^  the 
"  Holy  Alliance  "  by  Mr,  Hinman,  of  the  Inter-Ocean-  They  -wdre 
termed  that  in  derision.  Later,  to  escape  the  implicatiori  of  abnormal 
virtue,  they  were  called  the  "  Black  Hand," 

Senator  Keen.  It  was  a  case  of  "  hope  deferred,"  v(&8  it,  Gpv^^or? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  It  was  a  case  of  reli^on  winning  over  hope. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  any  of  your  fnends  support  Mr.  Shu^tleflf? 

Mr,  Deneen,  I  do  not  think  so ;  not  one  of  them.  Th*\y.  coul^  not 
have  bcMi  friendly  to  me  if  they  did. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  any  who  had  been  your  pergonal  friefid^,  and 
wJio  had  professed  to  be  your  friends,  in  fact  vote  f pr  Mr.  Shiimeff  ? 

Mr.  Denken.  I  could  look  over  the  list  and  tell  you ;  but,  X  wok 
none  of  my  friends  voted  fpr  him — not  one. 

Senator  Jones.  It  has  since  developed, that  they  ^are,  notj f rjendly. 
I  believe.? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  think  they  did  at  th&t  time. 
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Senator  Fletcher.  This  conference  with  Senator  Lorimer  occurred 
on  the  13th  of  January,  That  Tras  about  one  week  before  the  first 
ballot  for  Senator? 

Mr.  Denesn.  The  caucus  for  Senator  occurred  the  19th,  and  the 
first  ballot  was  on  the  20th.    It  was  about  a  week  before. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Was  there  reference  in  this  conference  you  had 
to  the  senatorial  situation  * 

Mr.  I>ENEEN.  It  was  talked  of  in  a  very  general  way  as  I  recall  it 
I  know  we  talked  about  it  a  good  deal,  but  the  main  matter  that  we 
talked  about  was  another  matter  which  led  up  to  it. 

Senator  Fletchbk-  Was  thw^  any  indication  of  Lorimer's  becom- 
ing a  candidate! 

Mr.  Dbnben.  I  did  not  know  what  would  happen.  I  had  not  been 
on  familiar  terms  with  the  Senator  for  a  long  time,  and  I  did  not 
know  his  plana. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Did  he  express  that  purpose ! 

Mr.  Dbneen,  I  do  not  think  so,  at  that  time, 

(The  committee  thereupon  took  a  recess  until  2  o'clock  p.  m.) 

AFTER   RECESS. 

At  the  expiration  of  the  recess  the  committee  resumed  its  session. 
T£STIHOHT  OF  CHASIES  S.  SENEEK— ContJnned. 

Mr.  Hbaly.  Just  before  the  noon  adjournment,  Governor,  we  were 
discussing  the  occasion  of  the  first  visit  of  Senator  Lorimer  to  you 
in  January^  1909.  and  you  said  at  that  time  that  the  important  matter 
you  were  discussing  you  had  not  yet  detailed  to  the  committee.  Will 
you  tell  us  what  it  was  that  you  and  Senator  Ijorimer  were  talking 
•bout  at  that  time  * 

Mr.  Denee^i.  The  matter  that  we  considered  most  important  was 
the  eflfect  of  an  anticipated  decision  by  the  supreme  court  of  our 
State  on  the  primstr  law  and  the  results  that  would  follow  from  it. 

Mr.  Healt.  Which  of  the  primary  laws  of  Illinois  was  then  before 
the  supreme  court  for  its  consideration  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  it  was  the  third  primary  law,  which  had 
been  enacted  during  my  administration. 

Mr,  Healy.  The  two  primary  laws  had  been  declared  unconatitu- 
tionaH 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yea. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  the  third  law  was  then  being  tested  for  its  consti- 
tutionality ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  In  the  supreme  court  of  the  States;  yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  WTiat  information,  if  any.  did  you  have  with  reference 
to  the  prospective  action  of  the  suprenle  court  on  that  particular 
case! 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  rumor  had  been  circulated  throughout  the  State 
that  the  supreme  court  would  annul  that  law  also.  It  was  generally 
known. 

Mr.  Healt.  Was  it  a  matter  that  was  generally  discussed? 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  was  common  knowledge,  I  thmk. 

Mr.  Healt.  It  was  published  in  the  newspapers! 
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Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  information  had  been  ^ven  out  to  the  news- 
papers by  the  reporters ;  but  I  think  the  men  in  public  life  under- 
stood that  that  law  would  also  be  declared  unconstitutional. 

Mr.  Healt.  Was  it  subsequently  so  declared ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  was;  on  the  16th  of  June  following,  or  the  12th, 
after  the  election.    I  think  it  was  the  12th  of  June. 

Mr.  Healt.  Was  a  new  law  subsequently  passed  ? 

Mr.  I>EKEEN.  Another  was  passed. 

Mr.  TIealy.  That  law  is  now  upon  the  statute  books? 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  law  is  now  upon  the  statute  books. 

Mr.  Healy.  Has  that  been  assailed  in  any  way  ? 

Mr.  Denbbn.  It  was. 

Mr.  Healt.  Was  it  submitted  to  the  supreme  court? 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  was. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  was  the  action  of  the  court  on  the  last  or  fourth 
law? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  they  decided,  4  to  3,  on  two  or  three  different 
points. 

Mr.  Healt.  The  majority  opinion  was  in  favor  of  the  constitu- 
tionality of  the  act,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  was  not  declared  unconstitutional.  I  am  not  quite 
sure  what  was  the  decision. 

Mr.  Healt.  Butj  upMi  the  precise  question  then  submitted  to  the 
court,  the  constitutionality  of  tne  act  was  sustained? 

Mr,  Deneen.  The  last  one? 

Mr.  Healt.  Yes. 

Mr.  Dekeen.  It  was  not  declared  unconstitutional.  There  is  a 
difference  of  opinion  regarding  the  decision  of  the  court.  I  think 
they  had  three  or  four  peparate  opinions  by  the  court,  and — well.  I 
think  each  decided  on  a  different  point.  There  is  a  question  about 
whether  it  was  unanimous. 

Mr.  Healt.  The  fact  is,  that  in  Illinois  we  are  operating  under  that 
last  law  at  this  time,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes.    That  is  the  law  now. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  were  your  discussions  with  Senator  Lorimer 
with  reference  to  the  primary  law? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  discussion  affected  the  results  that  would  follow 
from  declaring  the  primary  law  unconstifufional.  The  third  primary 
law  specifically  repealed  all  others.  It  was  a  question  where  the 
supreme  court  would  state  that  while  this  law  was  declared  uncon- 
stitutional, still  it  might  have  the  effect  of  repealing  the  others.  That 
was  mooted  about,  and  the  lawyers  took  various  positions  on  that. 
Laymen  were  agreed  that  it  would.  Then  there  was  a  discussion 
about  the  points  that  had  arisen.  One  of  the  principal  points  was  as 
to  whether  or  not  the  law  would  be  declared  unconstitutional  as 
claimed  by  the  contestants  there  in  reference  to  forbidding  or  pre- 
venting a  person  who  had  become  of  age  just  before  the  primary 
from  voting;  and  if  that  were  upheld  by  the  supreme  court,  it  would 
annul  all  the  preceding  laws,  because  thev  were  all  ba.sed  on  that 
theory,  and  leave  us  without  any  primary  laws  at  all  in  the  State, 

Mr.  Healt.  What  did  you  and  what  did  Senator  Lorimer  say 
about  that  matter,  if  anything? 

Mr.  Deneen.  We  discussed  the  results  that  would  happen  in  Chi- 
cago and  Cook  County  and  elsewhere  in  reference  to  the  control  of 
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the  party,  shouM  such  a  coDdition  ariae,  at  very  considerable  length, 
I  think. 

Mr.  H£ALY.  What  did  you  say  about  that? 

Mr.  Dbnebn.  The  Senator  suggested,  or  it  was  suggested  there — I 
think  by  him — that  with  no  primary  law  whatever,  me  power  would 
likely  be  lodged  in  the  mayor  of  Chicago,  by  reason  of  his  vaflt 
patronage  and  the  conditions  which  he  could  influence  in  parly 
matters. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  the  Senator  indicate  to  what  conditions  he  re- 
ferred? 

Mr.  Deksbn.  The  patronage  and  the  influence  of  oiSdals  and  ths 
police  force. 

Mr.  Healt.  Anything  else? 

Mr.  Demeek.  The  police  force  and  those  that  the  police  could 
control. 

Mr.  HeaiiV.  What  else  did  you  say,  if  anything? 

Mr.  Dbnees.  We  di»:ussed,  I  think,  then,  the  attitude  of  the  ctnn- 
mitteemen. 

Senator  Jones.  Before  leaving  that,  I  wish  to  ask  whether  Senator 
Lorimer  was  in  favor  of  or  unfavorable  to  the  primary  law  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  not  in  favor  of  a  direct  primary  law,  so  far 
as  I  understand,  but  he  was  in  favor  of  a  primary  law  and  desired 
a  primary  law  of  some  kind.  X  think  he  preferred  the  one  that  had 
been  in  operation  before  I  was  nominated,  called  the  Crawford  law. 

Mr.  Healy.  That  was  the  law  which  affected  Cook  County  alonet 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  was  an  optional  law,  adopted  by  referendum,  but 
had  been  adopted  only,  at  that  time,  by  Cook  County,  I  think.  And 
three  other  counties  adopted  it  at  the  time  I  ran  for  governor. 

Senator  Jones.  His  attitude  on  that  question,  as  I  understand, 
was  in  favor  of  such  a  law  throughout  the  State? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  gathered  it  so;  at  lenpt  for  Chicago. 

Senator  Jones,  Without  any  direct  features? 

Mr.  Deneen.  So  I  understood  it. 

The  Chairman.  ^Vhat  did  you  call  that  law? 

Mr.  Dbnebn.  The  Crawford  law.  It  was  not  the  Crawford  law, 
but  Senator  Crawford  had  caused  to  be  passed,  or  the  law  had  been 
passed,  that  bore  his  name,  and  it  was  subsequently  amended  a  num- 
ber of  times ;  and  popularly,  I  think,  it  was  known  as  the  Crawford 
law. 

Senator  Kern.  Under  that  law,  under  whose  control  was  the  ma- 
chinery of  the  primary? 

Mr.  Denebn.  The  law  fixed  the  control,  and  they  divided  the  dis- 
trict into  delegates'  districts,  and  no  district  could  be  larger  than,  or 
could  contain  more  than,  800  votes  of  a  party;  and  the  county  court 
ci-eated  the  election  machinery.  In  Cook  County  there  were  two 
election  commissioners. 

Mr.  Healy,  After  you  and  Senator  T»rimer  had  discussed  the 
possible  action  of  the  supreme  court  with  reference  to  that  law,  did 
you  agree  upon  any  line  of  political  iiction? 

Mr.  Deneen.  We  discussed  the  attitude  of  the  committee  in  Chi- 
cago and  Cook  County,  what  its  attitude  would  be  in  the  event  that 
the  supreme  court  annulled  the  primary  law,  and  our  attitude  in 
reference  thereto. 
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Mr.  Hbalt.  Whatj  if  anything,  did  you  agree  to  do  in  the  event 
of  such  a  position  being  announced  by  ttie  supreme  court  if 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  suggestion  was  made  that  -we  interview  those 
"who  were  considered  friends  in  reference  to  their  attitude  should 
■such  a  condition  arise,  in  creating  rules  by  the  committee  that  would 
. govern  the  primaries  until  some  sort  of  a  primary  law  could  be  en- 
licted  again. 

Mr.  Healy.  ^Tiat  did  you  decide  to  do  with  reference  to  thatf 

Mr.  IfeNEEN.  I  decided  to  see  those  who  were  friendly  to  me. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  was  Senator  Lorimer  to  do  in  the  matter? 

Mr.  Dhneen.  t  preSumehe  was  to  do  likewise. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  recall  anything  else  that  was  said  at  that  first 
talk* 

Mr.  Deneen,  We  talked  about  five  hours.  Those  are  the  principal 
matters,  I  think,  except  that  we  discussed  at  considerable  length  the 
attitude  of  different  men  toward  him  and  toward  me  in  the  con- 
test that  we  had  waged,  and  we  compared  our  views  in  reference  to 
certain  men. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  talk  about  the  senatorial  situation  at  that 
time! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  we  discussed  it  at  that  time;  more  particu- 
larly the  attitude  of  a  number  of  friends  of  Senator  Hopkins  in  ref- 
"erence  to  the  action  of  the  State  committee  and  the  i^^blution  that 
I  had  produced. 

-Mr.  Healt.  What  was  said  in  regard  to  that! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Attention  was  called  to  the  fact  that  those  men  had 
'Vbted  against  it,  and  certain  men  who  were  reputed  to  be  very  closely 
connected  with  them  and  under  their  influence  had  also  voted  for  Mr, 
Shnrtleff  for  speaker,  and  matters  relating  to  both. 

Mr.  Healy.  Was  this  the  first  talk  whidi  you  had! 

Senator  Gamble.  Pardon  me  a  moment.  That  is,  the  friends  of 
Senator  Hopkins  had  voted  for  Shnrtleff! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  a  number  of  friends  in  Chicago.  For  instance, 
in  the  territory  in  which  the  mayor  of  the  city,  Mayor  Busse,  lived, 
(he  three  representatives  there  had  voted  for  Mr,  Shnrtleff.  They 
had  two  years  before  that  conducted  an  investigation  of  the  char- 
itable institutions  against  me  that  excited  a  good  deal  of  attention 
out  there  and  was  meant,  I  thought,  for  the  purpose  of  creatirig  ma- 
terial to  use  against  me  in  the  campaign,  and  eo  on ;  and  we  discussed 
the  attitude  of  certain  Republican  members  in  the  northwestern  por- 
tion of  the  city,  who,  while  they  did  not  support  Mr,  Shnrtleff,  sup- 
ported a  side  candidate  who  had  no  chance  whatever  o£  winning,  but 
simply  to  enable  men  to  conceal  their  votes;  and  also  certain  country 
'politicians  whose  friends  had  taken  the  same  attitude  both  in  that 
investigation  and  in  this  matter,  and  they  were  close  friends  of  the 
Senator  and  were  managing  his  campaign  at  Springfield  and  Were 
on  his  committee. 

Senator   Jones.  How   many   of  Senator  Hopkins's   friends   who 
voted  for  him  for  Senator  voted  for  Shnrtleff  and  his  election  to  tlie 
position  of  speaker,  if  you  know! 
Mr,  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  the  number.    It  could  be  checked  up. 
Senator  Jones.  There  were  a  certain  number! 
Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 
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Senator  Kern.  At  this  Brst  conference,  in  which  you  say  you  dis- 
cussed the  senatorial  situation  to  some  extent,  did  you  indicate  to 
Senator  Lorimer  that  you  desired  the  election  of  Senator  Hopkins? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  told  him  that  we  were  supporting  Hopkins,  and 
he  was  criticizing  the  attitude  of  some  of  Hopkins's  friends  toward 
me.    That  was  simply  a  genera!  talk. 

Senattn*  Kern.  Did  be  indicate  in  that  conversation  that  he  was 
opposed  to  Hopkins's  election? 

Mr.  Demeen.  I  do  not  recall  whether  it  occurred  at  that  conversa- 
tion or  not.  Later  he  told  me  that  his  friends  would  not  vote  for 
Senator  Hopkins. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  discuss  with  him,  on  that  occasion,  the 
part  he  had  taken  in  the  election  of  Shurtieff? 

"Mr.  Deneen.  I  was  talking  to  him  as  a  representative  of  the  oppo- 
sition.   I  just  assumed  that  he  was  the  man  to  talk  to. 

Senator  Kern.  As  a  representative  of  the  Shurtleff  crowd? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  Shurtleff  opposition;  yes. 

Senator  Fletcher,.  At  the  time  the  Crawford  law  was  in  force,  was 
the  county  judge  of  Cook  County  elected  by  popular  vote  or  ap- 
pointed ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Elected ;  and  he  appointed  three  election  commission- 
ers, bipartisan— one  of  the  minority  party  and  two  of  the  majority. 

Senator  Kebn.  And  the  elections  of  both  parties  were  held  at  the 
same  time  and  ijnder  the  same  machinery? 

ifr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  think  they  were  at  that  time.  No;  I  think 
each  party  selected  its  own  time  at  that  time.  We  have  had  so  many 
primarv  laws  that  it  is  hard  to  keep  track  of  them.  As  I  recall,  earn 
party  designated  by  its  committee  when  the  primaries  would  be  held, 
and  then  tney  were  conducted  under  the  machinery. 

Senator  Kern.  The  judge  of  the  county  court  appointed  the  officers 
of  the  election  fpr  both  parties? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  judge  of  the  county  court  appointed  three  elec- 
tion  commissioners,  and  the  commissioners  appointed  the  judges  and 
clerks. 

Senator  !Kern.  For  the  respective  primaries  of  the  respective 
parties? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  and  on  the  recommendation,  usually,  of  the  com- 
mittee; although  that  was  a  matter  of  courtesy. 

Mr.  Hanect.  The  law  requires  them  to  have  two  Democrats  in  one 
precinct  and  two  Kepublicans  in  the  other? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Alternate  precincts. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  Yes.  The  law  required  that.  It  was  not  optional 
with  tbe  judge  or  election  commissioners. 

Mr.  Deneen.,  It  was  optional  as  to  the  choice  of  the  particular  per- 
sons.   They  had  more  judges  than  they  were  required  to  select. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  The  only  reason  I  interrupted  was  that  I  thought  it 
might  straighten  the  matter  out  in  the  minds  of  the  Senators,  and 
possibly  you  rs. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  understand. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  The  law  required  that  there  should  be  one  election 
commissioner  of  the  minority  party,  and  if  there  was  a  Republican 
county  judge,  he  was  compelled  to  appoint  one  Democrat  and  two 
Republicans,  and  if  there  was  a  Democratic  county  judge  he  could 
appoint  two  Democrats,  but  he  must  appoint  one  Republican. 
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Mr.  Deheen.  No;  pardon  me,  I  think  your  recollection  is  not  accu- 
rate on  that.  I  am  not  sure  that  I  am  ri^ht,  but  I  think  there  will  be 
no  dispute  on  the  matter.    The  law  required  that  alternate 

Mr.  Hanecy,  I  am  talking  about  the  election  commissioner?. 

Mr.  Dekeen.  Yes;  you  are  right  on  that. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  is  right? 

Mr.  Deheen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanfcy.  There  must  be  an  equal  number  of  judges  and  clerks. 
There  must  be  one  Democratic  and  one  Sepublican  clerk  in  each  pre- 
cinct. In  all  of  tlie  even-niunbered  precincts  there  must  be  two 
Democrats  and  one  Kepublican,  and  in  all  the  odd-numbered  pre- 
cincts two  Democrats  and  one  Republican  judges,  under  the  lav/. 
The  law  requires  that. 

Mr.  Healt.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  Governor,  the  law  with  reference 
to  that  required  the  election  commissioners  to  appoint  three  judges 
and  two  clerks  of  election  in  every  election  precinct ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  about  1,200  precincts. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  in  each  alternate  precinct,  the  Republicans  would 
have  a  majority  of  those  five  men;  that  is,  they  would  have  three 
members,  and  the  Democrats  two:  and  in  the  next  precincts  the 
Democrats  would  have  three  and  the  Republicans  two? 

Mr.  Denebn.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  That  was  fixed  by  law? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes ;  by  law, 

Mr.  Heai,t.  Was  this  first  meeting  that  you  had  with  Senator 
Lorimer  a  secret  meeting? 

Mr.  Deneen,  Tt  was  in  my  office.     He  and  I  alone  were  there, 

Mr,  Healy.  In  your  office  in  the  State  capitol  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Tn  the  State  capitol;  yes.     It  began  there. 

Mr.  Healy.  Was  it  a  meeting  that  was  published  in  any  way  in 
the  columns  of  the  press! 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  do  not  recall  whether  any  notice  had  been  given  of 
it  in  the  press  or  not ;  but  it  was  known,  and  the  reporters  were  all 
outside,  in  the  adjoining  room. 

Mr,  Healy,  What  I  want  to  find  out  is:  The  Senator  did  not  come 
there  secretly  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  no. 

Mr.  Healy.  There  was  no  attempt  to  avoid  publicity,  or  anything 
of  that  kind  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Not  at  all.  One  of  his  friends  notified  me  that 
he  was  coming  at  5  o'clock, 

Mr.  Healy.  That  was  true  with  reference  to  all  the  subsequent 
meetings  with  Senator  Lorimer? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Tn  this  way:  A  number  of  them  occurretl  at  the 
governor's  mansion.  They  all  occurred  there  or  at  the  capitol  in 
the  office,  to  my  recolection. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  recall  anything  else  that  was  said  by  you  and 
Senator  Lorimer  on  the  occasion  of  his  first  visit  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  We  had' a  very  long  conversation,  covering  a  multi- 
tude of  things.  We  had  not  met  to  talk  over  personal  matters  for 
several  years,  and  we  were  careful  to  avoid  things  about  which 
there  had  been  much  difference,  except  the  matters  where  we  would 
come  t<^ther. 
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Mr.  Healy.  As  a  result  of  that  meeting  or  talk,  did  you  reach  any 
concrete  or  definite  conclusion  ? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  think  not. 

Mr.  Healt.  With  reference  to  your  political  activity  in  the  future? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No,  When  he  went  away,  if  I  recall  it  correctly,  I 
told  him  that  I  would  make  inquiries  of  certain  leaders  in  reference 
to  their  attitude  in  framing  rules  for  the  conduct  of  a  primary 
and  standing  together  in  reference  to  creating  methods  by  whidi 
the  primaries  could  be  conducted.  Wliether  that  occurred  at  that 
time  or  shortly  thereafter,  I  do  not  know ;  but  it  led  up  to  that. 

Mr,  Healt.  Did  you  have  a  number  of  meetings  with  Senator 
Lorimer  subsequent  to  that  time? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Ob,  yes;  quite  a  number. 

Mr.  Healt,  About  how  many? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall.  ScMuetimes  he  would  call  once  a 
week  and  sometimes  twice  a  week,  and  then  weeks  would  elapse,  I 
think,  in  which  he  did  not  call. 

Mr.  Healt.  During  the  senatorial  deadlock? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Up  until  near  its  close. 

Mr.  Healt.  When  was  the  last  time,  as  you  recall  it,  that  you 
talked  with  him? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  have  no  definite  recollection. 

Mr,  Healt.  When,  with  reference  to  the  senatorial  election  of 
May  26, 1909? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  have  no  definite  recollection.  I  had  a  secretary  of 
mine  go  through  the  files  of  the  papers  to  note  the  accounts— the 
news  items — of  our  visits,  and  the  last  one  I  have  ascertained  was 
the  14th  of  May.     I  am  not  sure  that  that  is  accurate. 

Mr.  Healt.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  having  met  him  after 
the  14th  of  May? 

Mr.  Deneen.  My  recollection  does  not  fix  the  day  accurately. 

Mr,  Healt.  Do  you  have  any  impression  on  your  mind  with  ref- 
erence to  the  length  of  time  which  intervened  lietween  the  last  visit 
and  the  senatoriid  election  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No.    I  can  not  fix  the  time. 

Mr,  Healt.  Can  you  say  whether  it  was  a  day  or  several  days? 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  is  my  impression  that  it  was  a  number  of  days. 
I  am  not  sure  about  that.  I  think  it  was  about  10  days.  I  may  be 
mistaken  "entirely. 

Mr.  Healy,  When  did  you  and  Senator  Lorimer  talk  again  after 
this  meeting  of  January  1.^,  1909  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recollect  the  day.  It  was  likely  the  follow- 
ing week,  but  I  have  no  direct  recollection  on  the  matter.  That  was 
Wednesday.  At  that  time  the  general  assembly  would  adjouni 
Wednesday  mominff  early  and  get  the  noon  trains,  and  most  of  them 
would  go  home.  Everybody  connected  with  politics  left  at  that 
time  except  the  State  officers. 

Mr.  Healy.  Was  Senator  Lorimer  in  attendance  upon  the  general 
assembly  during  this  senatorial  deadlock? 

Mr.  Deneen.  To  a  great  extent. 

Mr.  Healt.  Pretty  constantly? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  he  was  there  quite  frequently. 

Mr,  Healt.  Do^ou  recall  what  was  said  on  the  occasion  of  your 
second  talk  with  him? 
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Mr,  Dbneen.  No.  I  recall  more  the  subject  matter  discussed.  I 
have  no  distinct  recollection  as  to  when  the  conversation  occurred. 
There  must  have  been  15  or  20  conversations;  maybe  more  than  that. 
There  wefe  quite  a  iiutnber  of  conversations. 

Mr,  Healt.  It  is  your  recollection  that  they  occurred  between  the 
middle  of  January,  1909,  and  some  time  in  May,  1909? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  called  on  me,  usually,  once  a  week,  and  sometimes 
twicfe  a  'Week;  occasionally  twice;  and  I  think  he  was  at  Washington 
and  did  not  call,  and  sometimes  he  was  there  and  did  not  call ;  but  I 
have  no  way  of  fixing  it. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  is  your  recollection  with  reference  to  (he  num- 
ber of  talks  which  you  and  he  had? 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  is  purely  a  guess.  It  .is  somewhere  near  '20,  I 
should  think.  It  may  have  been  more  or  less.  As  I  say,  the  only 
method  that  I  pursued  to  ascertain  was  to  find  the  files  of  papers  an3 
examine  them.  T  note  there  that  there  were  fewer — about  10— but  I 
think  that  all  of  them  arc  not  noted. 

Mr,  Healy.  Will  you  tell  the  committee,  now,  GoveriDOf:  what 
you  recall  having  been  said  by  Senator  Loriin^r  or  yourself  at  any 
of  these  talks,  beginning — if  your  recollection  will  permit— at  the  first 
talk,  and  following  them  up  through  the  succefisive  conversations 
which  vou  had  with  him? 

Mr.  DeneeV.  On  which  matters? 

Mr.  Healt.  On  any  and  every  subject, 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  it  would  be  impossible  for  me,  gentlenien,  to 
give  anything  but  just  a  few  matters  that  we  discussed.  I  had  not 
expected  at  the  time  the  conversations  occurred  to  be  called  upon  to 
repeat  them.  No  stenographers  were  there,  and  there  was  no  occasion 
for  remembering  the  talks  until  this  matter  arose,  aiid  no  account 
was  kept  of  them. 

We  discussed  the  matters  of  politics  relating  to  the  general  assem- 
bly. We  discussed  the  waterway.  We  discussed  the  organization  of 
the  house.  We  discussed  the  United  States  Senatorship — that  is, 
the  election — and  we  discussed  the  primaries,  as  I  stated,  and  the 
attitude  of  various  Republican  leaders  in  the  State  in  reference  to  the 
future  conduct  of  the  party  and  their  probable  alliances.  We  may 
have  discussed  a  thousand  other  things,  but  those  were  tbe  ones  that 
related  to  the  political  situation. 

Mr.  Healt.  With  reference  to  the  speakership,  can  you  tell  what 
was  said  about  that  matter? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Mr.  Shurtleff  had  been  elected  speaker  a  week  be- 
fore  

Mr,  Healt.  I  appreciate  that;  but  you  say  you  and  Senator  Ixiri- 
mer  talked  about  the  speakership.    What  did  you  say  about  that? 

Mr.  Deneen.  We  discussed  the  votes  by  which  the  speaker  was 
elected;  those  votes  that  were  connected,  in  our  judgment,  with 
certain  leaders  who  were  supporting  Senator  Hopkins. 

Mr.  Healy,  What  did  you  say  about  it? 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  do  not  recall  the  matter  of  tbe  discussion.  I  re- 
member the  impression,  or  the  general  result  to  which  the  conversa- 
tion led,  or  that  the  conversation  was  carried  on  for  the  purpose  of 
reaching,  and  that  was  that  certain  leaders  who  were  supporting 
Senator  Hopkins  very  strongly  were  very  strongly  a^inst  me;  and 
my  contest  was  going  on  at  that  time.  That  was  the  impression  left 
with  me. 
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Senator  Jonss.  Did  the  Senator  take  a  position  favorable  to  your 
issues  before  the  legislature? 

Mr,  Den£en.  No. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  he  seem  to  desire  to  cooperate  with  you? 

Mr,  Deneen.  We  discusseil  for  a  considerable  time  the  wattrv.ay 
legislation,  and  tried  to  get  some  definite  conclusi(  n  upon  that  m  tier. 

Senator  Jones.  That  is,  you  tried  to  harmonize  the  different  views 
there  were  between  you? 

Mr,  Dengen.  His  views  and  mine  on  that  matter,  or  rather  the 
views  of  the  different  engineers.  That  matter  was  discussed  to  S'  nie 
considerable  extent. 

Senator  Jones,  You  had  a  legislative  program  that  you  desired 
to  put  through! 

Mr.  Deneen.  a  legislative  program. 

Senator  Jones,  Did  you  discuss  that  with  the  Senator! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  certain  features  of  the  matter  were  discussed; 
I  think  the  primary  law  to  some  extent.  That  had  not  been  acted 
upon  by  the  courts. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  he  seem  inclined  to  want  to  favcr  your 
program  ? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  the  matters  upon  which  we  fried  to 
reach  an  agreement,  except  the  waterway.  There  may  have  been 
some  other  matters.  I  think  there  was  one  other.  We  discussed  the 
fire  marshal  law  to  some  extent,  but  I  do  not  recall  any  of  the  others. 

Mr.  Healy.  In  connection  with  the  election  of  Mr.  ShurtJeff  as 
speaker  of  the  house,  was  anything  said  by  Senator  Loi-imer  or  by 
you  with  reference  to  his  activity  in  that  matter! 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  made  inquiry  as  to  what  the  result  would  be  in 
reference  to  the  contest  that  was  then  waging  on  me,  and  T  wanted 
to  faring  it  to  a  conclusion,  because  they  had  the  power  to  disloilge 
me.  Their  action  was  not  reviewable,  and  thev  had  the  votes.  We 
discussed  that  matter,  and  discussed,  I  think,  trie  attitude  of  certain 
men  in  Chicago,  and  Senator  Hopkins's  friends  generally.  The  pur- 
port of  the  conversation  was  directed  to  that  all  the  time- 
Senator  GAMBrj;.  What  position  did  Senator  Lorimer  take  in 
regard  to  that  contest  upon  you  as  governor? 

Mr,  Deneen.  We  did  not  discuss  that  until  we  had  had  a  number 
of  meetings,  if  I  recall  that  correctly,  and  then  ultimately  he  rpade 
light  of  the  contest.    At  first  he  did  not  express  his  views. 

Senator  Oahble.  Did  you  regard  him  as  taking  an  adverse  posi- 
tion to  you  in  the  matter! 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  did  not  know  what  his  attitude  would  be. 

Senator  Jones,  Did  you  ask  him ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  asked  him  to  have  the  matter  expedited.  In  fart, 
if  I  recall  correctly,  I  stated  that  I  assumed  they  were  going  to  put 
me  out,  and  if  so  I  wanted  them  to  do  it,  and  not  be  bothered  by  a 
long  content,  that  would  interfere  with  all  the  legislation. 

^nator  Gamble.  What  position  did  he  take,  if  any  ? 

Mr.  EteNEEN,  He  did  not  take  any.  We  did  not  discuss  it.  It  was 
not  a  matter  that  we  could  discuss,  as  to  what  his  attitude  would  be, 
until  finally 

Mr,  Hbaj,t.  Can  you  recall  what  he  said,  or  what  you  said  in 
reference  to  that  contest! 
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Mr.  Dbnebn.  I  can  only  repeat  what  I  have  stated.  The  matter 
did  not  take  a  veiy  long  time;  that  part  of  it.  I  simply  said,  as  I 
recall  it — I  think  it  occurred  the  first  time  after  we  got  acquainted ; 
that  is,  we  had  not  met  for  a  long  tim& — I  simply  said,  "  Well,  we 
are  whipped;  we  are  captured  by  the  enemy  and  we  will  have  to 
take  the  consequences,  and  I  want  them  to  hurry  up  and  end  it  all "; 
and  we  discussed  what  could  be  done  at  that  time,  and  then  it  was 
diverted  to  the  votes,  and  I  thought  the  impression  it  was  intended 
to  create  was  that  our  own  forces  were  very  weak  in  certain  lines. 
I  was  really  very  greatly  disappointed  in  the  lack  of  support  I  had 
received. 

Senator  Joneb.  From  those  you  expected  to  have  support  from  t 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Senator  Gamble.  Did  you  feel  that  the  election  of  Shurtleff  as 
speaker  and  the  cooperation  of  the  parties  in  his  election  endangered 
your  position  as  to  your  being  your  own  successor! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  felt  that  either  I  would  be  dislodged,  or  else  none 
of  our  policies  could  be  made  effective,  and  that  it  would  be  simply 
counting  time  the  rest  of  the  session,  and  that  it  would  be  a  wa^ 
of  time  and  nothing  could  be  accomplished.  That  was  what  I 
thought. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  tell  Senator  Lorimer  how  you  felt  in  that 
respect? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  told  him  frankly  and  briefly  my  views  on  that. 

Mr.  Heat.y.  What  did  he  say! 

Mr.  Dekeen.  I  do  not  recall  exactly  his  conversation.  I  think 
he  listened  to  me,  to  get  my  views.  I  do  not  recall  that  he  expressed 
his  opinion  upon  it  at  that  time. 

Mr,  Healt.  What,  if  anything,  did  he  say  he  was  going  to  do  or 
his  friends  were  going  to  do  with  reference  to  your  contest? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  did  not  ask  him  at  all.    I  did  not  ask  his  views. 

Mr,  Hbaly.  Did  he  express  himself? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  did  not  ask  him  his  plan.  I  wanted  mine  made 
clear,  so  that  they  could  make  up  their  plans  accordingly. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  at  any  of  those  conversations  talk  with  him, 
or  did  he  talk  with  tou,  about  his  participation  in  the  election  ot 
Speaker  Shurtleff? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  think  we  went  into  it  at  that  time,  or  at 
any  time.  I  think  it  was  just  assumed  that  I  knew  the  situation. 
I  do  not  recall  that  we  discussed  it  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  indicate  b^  anything  you  said  to  him  that 
you  had  reached  such  a  conclusion  m  your  own  mind  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  acted  on  that  theory.  The  whole  conversation 
was  based  on  the  theory  that  he  had  been  able  to  get  together  men 
from  both  parties  who  had  practically  put  it  out  of  my  power  to 
do  anything  there  at  all. 

Senator  Kenton,  Whom  did  you  mean  by  "he"? 

Mr,  Deneen.  Senator  Lorimer;  that  he  had  succeeded  and  I  had 
lost,  and  that  I  was  willing  to  take  the  results  of  the  war. 

Senator  Kenton.  So  you  talked  with  him  about  his  getting  men  of 
both  parties? 

Mr,  Deneen.  We  talked  about  the  attitude  specifically  of  the 
mayor  of  Chicago,  directed  toward  me  primarily:  the  fact  that  he 
had  not  supported  me  with  his  forces  there  under  his  control ;  about 
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the  postmaster,  and  about  Col.  Frank  Smith,  and  Dwight,  the  in- 
ternal-revenue collector,  and  a  number  of  other  Federal  officers. 

Senator  Kznyon.  Is  the  postmaster  at  Chicago  under  the  control 
of  the  mayort 

Mr.  Denebn.  N^sir;  but  they  were  very  intimate  friends. 

Senator  Jones.  They  had  always  been  good  friends  of  yoursi 

Mr.  Denebn.  Well,  we  had  worked  together. 

Senator  Jones.  And  you  thought  you  ought  to  have  had  their 
support ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Politically  we  had  been  associated  for  some  time. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  discuss  with  Mr.  Lorimer  the  question 
of  the  election,  and  the  faUing  off  in  your  vote,  and  what  had  brought 
that  about! 

Mr.  Deneen.  We  discu&sed  the  elements  that  fought  me,  and  the 
different  candidates  who  fought  me,  and  he  discussed  those  who 
rendered  him  the  most  effective  service,  and  some  whom  he  had  ex- 
pected service  from,  that  he  did  not  feel  satisfied  with  their  efforts, 
and  we  exchanged  views  iu  reference  to  it. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  discuss  the  question  of  the  apparent 
Republican  and  Democratic  alliance  against  you  in  Chicago! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  we  ran  over  the  situation  in  a  very  general 
way.  We  talked  about  leader  after  leader  and  discussed  hia  atti- 
tude in  the  primary  against  Governor  Yates,  and  the  result,  and  dis- 
cussed Senator  Hopkins. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  discuss  Judge  Roger  Sullivan? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  think  we  did  at  mat  time. 

Senator  Kenton.  Was  he  working  with  Mr.  Lorimer  against  youl 

Mr.  Deneen.  At  the  primary? 

Senator  Kenton,  Yes. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  so. 

Senator  Kenton.  And  at  the  general  election? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Very  strongly ;  both. 

Senator  Kenton.  Were  they  working  together  in  the  matter? 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  was  the  impression — the  public  impression. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  had  a  pretty  good  impression? 

Mr.  Deneen.  There  was  no  doubt  or  it  in  my  mind. 

Senator  Kenton,  No  doubt  of  it? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Not  at  all. 

Senator  Jones.  Do  you  mean  by  that  that  they  were  working  in 
accordance  with  an  agreement  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  what  agreement  they  had. 

Senator  Jones.  Of  course  Mr.  Sullivan  would  oppose  you,  because 
be  was  a  Democrat  ? 

Mr,  Deneen.  They  did  not  make  that  distinction. 

Senator  Jones.  You  do  not  have  such  distinctions  as  that  up  in 
Illinois? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  not  altogether. 

Senator  Kenton.  In  other  words,  govemorj  there  was  a  general 
bipartisan  aliance  at  the  election,  and  following  that  in  the  legis- 
lature. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Preceding  the  election,  at  the  primary,  at  the  elec- 
tion, and  in  the  organization  of  the  house. 

Senator  Kenton.  And  in  the  election  of  United  States  Senator? 

Mr,  Deneen,  And  in  the  election  of  United  States  Senator. 
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Senator  Kenton.  It  followed  all  the  way  through? 

Mr.  Deneen.  All  the  way  through.  It  had  been  in  force  along 
that  line  for  two  or  three  years. 

Senator  Gamble.  That  is,  you  say,  prior  to  the  election  of  Shurt- 
leff  as  speaker? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  last  timet 

Senator  Gamble.  I  mean  the  last  time— such  a  bipartisan  under- 
standing had  been  had? 

Mr.  Deneen.  In  my  judgment. 

Senator  Gamble.  And  had  been  in  effect  throughout  the  politics 
of  the  State,  or  do  you  mean  particularly  in  Chicago? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  in  the  State.  It  was  state  wide.  It  arose  in 
the  session  of  1907  which,  if  I  remember  right,  was  a  session  that 
continued  for  17  months.  They  would  fake  a  recess.  They  would  not 
edjoum,  but  just  kept  hanging  on  indefinitely;  and  finally  a  plan 
was  set  on  foot  to  investigate  the  charitable  institutions  of  the  State. 
A  committee  was  appointed  by  Speaker  Shurtleff  and  an  investiga- 
tion was  made  that  covered  a  number  of  months;  and  that  was  ex- 
ploited in  the  press  and  otherwise,  and  that  was  the  foundation  for 
the  attack  upon  me.  It  was  understood  at  that  time  that  that  was 
the  purpose  of  it.  It  was  one  of  the  principal  issues  in  the  campaign 
against  me.  That  was  conducted  by  a  committee  that  worked  to- 
gether during  that  session  and  after  that  session,  and  still  working 
together. 

Senator  Gamble.  And  ifs  point  of  attack  was  lai^;ely  upon  you, 
to  injure  you  for  (he  renomination  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  To  defeat  me,  for  the  renomination. 

Senator  Kenton.  And  the  election,  too? 

Mr.  Deneen.  And  it  was  the  general  understanding,  I  think — at 
least  my  friends  understood  it  that  way—that  the  Democrats  were 
to  support  former  Gov,  Yates,  defeaiing  me  for  the  nomination,  and 
if  that  failed  the  Republicans  were  to  support  the  Democratic  nomi- 
nee for  the  election,  and  if  that  failed  then  they  were  to  join  hands 
to  organize  the  house. 

Senator  Kenton.  How  did  some  of  those  Democratic  wards  in 
Chicago  vote  at  the  primaries? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  I  received  very  few  votes. 

Senator  Kern.  At  the  primaries? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Either  at  the  primaries  or  at  the  election. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  Gov.  Yatea  receive  many  votes  in  those 
Democratic  wards? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Compared  with  minet 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  the  regular  Democrat  receive  many  votes? 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  is  all  a  matter  of  record.  My  judgment  is  that 
the  Democratic  primaries  were  very  light  and  the  Repiiblicao  pri- 
maries very  heavy  in  the  Democratic  wards. 

Senator  Kenton.  Are  those  wards  that  are  termed, Lorimer  wards? 

Mr,  Deneen.  Certain  of  them  are.  The  wards  south  of  Ma^dison 
Street  and  west  of  the  river  were  generally  termed  Lprimer  wards 
by  the  newspaper  reporters  and  others. 

Senator  Kenton.  Does  what  you  say  as  to  the  vo^e  at  the  pfimary 
apply  to  the  vote  at  the  primary  in  those  wards? 

Mr.  "  '      ■ 


rtr.  Deneen.  In  those  wards. 

Senator  Kenton.  And  in  those  wards  alone? 
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Mr.  Deneen.  No;  h  number  of  other  Democratic  wards,  quite  « 
number. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  Senator  Lorimer  support  you  in  your  candi- 
dacy for  governor? 

Mr.  Deneek,  This  last  time? 

Senator  Kekn.  Yes. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  how  he  voted,  but  all  of  his  friends 
were  against  me,  and  we  understood  he  was  against  me  very  strongly. 

Senator  Kern.  That  was  for  the  primarv  and  the  general  election 
both* 

Mr.  Deneen.  Both. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  talk  that  matter  over  with  him  when  you 
were  having  these  conrerences  with  him ! 

Mr.  Denegn.  I  discussed  at  great  length  with  him  the  fight  oo 
me  at  the  primaries,  but  I  did  not  go  extensively  into  the  matter  of 
the  election.  That  was  a  matter  that  I  did  not  care  to  discuss,  and 
it  was  not  brought  up,  I  think. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  he  make  any  claim  to  you  that  he  had  sup- 
ported you,  either  in  the  primary  or  in  the  general  election? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  no  claim  of  that  kind  was  made. 

Senator  Keen.  Did  he  say  anything  to  you  on  that  subjectt 

Mr.  Deneen.  We  discussed  how  he  tried  to  beat  me  and  how  he 
nearly  did  it.  and  we  talked  of  the  wards  and  the  forces  that  he  had 
with  him,  and  why  he  failed,  and  other  matters.    It  was  all  discussed. 

Senator  Kjrbn.  Did  you  discuss  with  him  any  alliance  with  the 
Democrats  up  there  in  those  wards? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No  ;  I  do  not  think  we  discussed  that. 

Senator  Kebn.  Yoti  did  not  descend  into  particulars* 

Mr.  Deneen.  Not  unpleasant  particulars;  no,  sir. 

Senator  Kenvon.  What  were  those  forces  that  he  had  with  him  ? 
What  did  he  say  about  it* 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  forces  that  fought  me  were  first  the  liquor  inter- 
ests and  a  large  number  of  Federal  officeholders.  I  understood  that 
they  raised  $400,000  to  conduct  the  campaign  in  the  primaries,  and 
I  think  some  of  it  wbh  used. 

Senator  Gambu:.  Upon  whose  recommendation  were  those  Federal 
appointees  appointed  who  so  persistently  fought  you  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  Senators,  I  assume.  None  of  them  on  my  rec- 
(Hnmendation.    Some  of  them  were  friendly  and  others  hostile. 

Senator  Kern.  Who  was  it  that  raised  $400,000  for  the  primary? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  only  have  the  general  information  that  floats 
around  in  a  campaign.  I  know  by  rumor  only.  I  have  nothing  to 
prove  it.  Different  nnionnts  were  referred  to,  but  I  do  not  know 
anything  about  it. 

Senator  Gambi.e.  Was  that  to  beat  you  for  the  nomination? 

Mr.  Deneen.  For  the  nwnination. 

Senator  Gambmc.  At  the  primaries? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  understood  this  was  the  situation  when  they 
started  out :  The  campaign  was  conducted  on  the  theory  that  all  this 
forces  that  were  organized  were  to  be  used  against  me  at  the  elec- 
tion; so  instead  of  proceeding  along  ordinary  political  Imes  th^ 
gathered  together  carefully  all  the  forces ;  they  nad  clubs,  and  nam£9, 
and  card  indexes,  and  all  that,  and  after  I  wag  nominated  th«  wIioljS 
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iiiHtter,  !  had  been  told,  was  transferred  to  the  Democratic  Party. 
At  least  all  the  men  began  receiving  letters  and  somebody  bad  the 
information  as  to  their  attitude.  The  campaign  was  conducted  on 
that  theory  of  inflaming  the  prejudices  and  exciting  the  feeling 
anew  whicn  had  b^en  aroused  by  our  primary  battle. 

Senator  Kenton.  What  gas  cMnpany  was  this! 

Mr.  Dene£N.  I  do  not  know  its  name,  but  it  is  the  Chicago  Gas  Co. 

Senator  Kenton.  The  Sullivan  Gas  Co.? 

Mr.  Deneen.  His  is  the  Ogden.    This  was  the  principal  company. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  his  company  fi^ht  you ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  understood  so.  That  is,  he  was  fighting  me.  I  do 
not  know  about  his  company,  but  the  gas  company  was  against  me,  so 
I  had  understood.  I  had  instituted  a  suit  against  it  once  to  annul 
its  organizaticm  when  I  was  State's  attorney. 

Senator  Gamble.  You  say  Sullivan's  fighting  you  was  what  you 
expected  f 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes ;  I  expected  it. 

Senator  Kenton.  Was  he  fighting  you  at  the  primaries! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  understood  he  was  fighting  me. 

Senator  Kenton.  What  would  he'  have  to  do  with  the  Bepublican 
primaries  i 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  and  I  did  not  have  any  kind  of  discussion  about 
■that.    I  do  not  know.    He  was  against  me. 

Senator  Kebn.  The  Democratic  primary  did  not  amount  to  any- 
thing, and  he  wanted  to  have  a  primary. 

Mr.  Healt.  In  these  several  talks  which  you  bad  with  Mr.  I^orimer, 
did  you  talk  about  the  senatorial  deadlock? 

Mr,  Deneen.  In  some  of  those  talks,  in  a  number  of  the  talks,  we 
did. 

Mr.  Healt.  I  wish  you  would  recall,  if  you  can,  governor,  what  was 
the  first  thing  that  was  said  about  that ;  the  first  line  of  discussion 
with  reference  to  the  senatorial  situati<»i? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  the  matter  in  its. chronological  order. 

The  Chaibman.  Would  it  not  be  well  enough  to  have  the  witness 
state  the  whole  thing  in  its  order? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  the  matter  chronologically.  I  only 
recall  it  as  it  made  an  impression  on  my  mind,  the  vital  matters,  and 
either  at  the  first  visit  or  some  subsequent  visit  when  we  were  dis- 
cussing matters,  it  appeared  that  the  Senator  was  against  Senator 
.Hopkins,  and,  so  far  as  I  know,  that  was  my  first  information  that 
he  was  against  him,  and  I  then  asked  him  about  what  they  intended 
to  do  with  Senator  Hopkins,  and  I  understood  that  his  friends,  tliat 
Shurtleff's  friends,  would  not  vote  for  him,  and  that  he  could  not  be 
elected.  Now,  when  that  occurred  I  do  not  know.  It  ia  impossible 
to  state  when  it  occurred,  hut  that  was  the  first  matter  of  importance 
that  related  to  Senator  Hopkins,  and  it  arose  in  that  way  in  the  con- 
versation. 

Senator  Gamble.  And  about  what  was  the  date  of  this? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  just  the  date.  It  is  impossible  to 
recall  it. 

The  Chaibuan.  Can  you  not  go  right  along  and  tell  everything 
along  that  line,  so  as  to  save  time?  You  have  stated  now  how  it 
began.  Can  you  not  go  along  and  state  all  of  your  conversations 
with  Senator  Lorimer  about  that  subject? 
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Mr.  Dbneen.  I  can  state  the  matter  as  it  is  organized  in  my  mind. 
The  Chairman.  Well,  we  do  not  ask  anything  else. 
Mr.  Dekeen.  And  at  the  places  where  you  are  interested,  I  sup- 
pose you  can  inquire  more  particularly.  The  Senator  inforineil  me 
his  friends  would  not  support  Senator  Hopkins,  and  thitt  he  ooiild 
not  be  elected.  The  matter  ran  on  for  some  time,  and  then  they 
began  discussing  who  could  be  elected,  and  what  could  be  done  to 
break  the  deadlock,  and  the  votes  were  canvassed.  That  is,  we  ran 
down  the  list,  or  rather  we  discussed  them,  because  we  knew  most  of 
them,  district  by  district — as  to  the  attitude  of  certain  representatives, 
chiefly,  and  of  some  senators  in  reference  to  the  senatorial  deadlock — 
what  they  would  finally  do.  Then  a  number  of  men  apjieared  at 
Springfield  as  candidates,  or  had  their  representatives  there.  I  do 
not  recall  just  when  they  began  to  arrive.  Mr.  Corwin,  who  was 
formerly  connected  with  the  Chicago  Tribune,  came  to  represent 
Col.  Lowden,  and  then  Mr.  Wier  came  looking  over  the  ground  for 
Mr.  McKinley,  the  Congressman.  Then  a  gentleman  named  A.  C. 
Bartlett,  a  prominent  citizen  in  Chicago  in  the  business  world,  be- 
came a  candidate,  and  Mr.  Frost  came  down  to  represent  him.  Later 
there  were  several  candidates  who  either  appeared  in  person  or  by 
representatives,  and  came  to  sound  the  general  assembly  in  reference 
to  their  candidacy,  and  test  the  strength  that  the  one  whom  they  were 
to  represent  could  expect  to  receive.  That  matter  went  on  for  some 
tioie,  and  got  into  the  papers  and  it  seemed  they  were  not  developing 
any  strength,  at  least  tney  were  not  making  much  headway.  Finally, 
it  led  up  to  a  discussion  in  reference  to  myself.  Several  senators 
asked  me  to  run.  Some  of  them  were  friendly  to  the  Senator  politi- 
cally, and  friendly  to  me 

^nator  Kern.  You  say  friendly  to  the  "  Senator."  Whom  do  you 
mean* 

Mr,  Deneen.  Senator  Lorimer.  I  refer  to  him  all  of  the  time. 
They  tried  to  induce  me  to  run,  and  afterwards  a  movement  was 
created  to  that  end,  and  I  think  it  was  led  chiefly  by  Senator  Curtis, 
from  Kankakee.  After  that  had  been  discussed  for  some  time  and 
had  gotten  into  the  newspapers  by  them,  Senator  Lorimer  discussed 
it  with  me,  and  I  refused  to  run,  and  the  matter  was  discussed  as  to 
whether  or  not  I  was  making  a  mistake. 

Senator  KraiN.  Did  Senator  Lorimer  request  you  to  become  a 
candidate? 

Mr,  Dknebn.  Senator  Lorimer  told  me  they  would  support  me 
and  wanted  me  to  run — to  take  the  position — and  we  discussed  this. 
The  principal  points  in  that  matter  are  these:  Senator  Curtis — and 
I  assume,  Mr.  Chairman,  you  want  me  to  run  right  along  and  tell 
it  instead  of  waiting  for  the  questions — Senator  Curtis  when  I  re- 
fused to  take  the  position  said  he  thought  the  reason  why  I  refused 
so  high  an  honor  was  that  I  did  not  feel  justified  in  allowing  the 
lieutenant  governor  to  become  governor,  because  the  lieutenant  gov- 
ernor was  not  very  friendly,  and  it  would  reverse  the  order  of  tilings 
politically.  I  told  him  that  was  not  the  case,  but  he  insisted  it  was, 
and  stated  they  could  induce  him  to  resign  his  ofiice.  Then,  he  said, 
if  necessary,  they  could  induce  the  president  of  the  senate,  who 
would  succeed  in  the  event  the  lieutenant  governor  ceased  to  be  an 
officer,  to  resign  his  office,  and  they  would  permit  me  to  designate 
the  president  pro  tempore  of  the  senate,  who  would  become  governor 
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in  the  event  that  I  resigned  and  the  lieutenant  governor  resigned. 
That  was  discussed  at  some  length. 

Senator  Kenton.  Who  said  tnatt 

Mr.  Deneen.  Mr.  Curtis. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Did  he  say  he  could  have  the  lieutenant  gov- 
ernor resign  f 

Mr.  Deneen.  Mr.  Curtis  said  that.  I  discussed  the  matter  with 
Senator  Lorimer,  or  rather  he  with  me,  and  stated  that  the  matter 
could  be  arranged  so  as  to  have  Mr.  Ogilvje. 

Senator  Jones.  That  is,  to  have  him  president  pro  tempore! 

Mr.  Deneen.  President  pro  tempore,  ex  officio. 

Senator  Jones.  So  that  he  would  succeed  you ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  would  be  governor  in  case  I  resigned  or  was 
elected  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  understand  just  what  the 
result  of  that  was — whether  the  governor  said  he  discussed  that  with 
Senator  Curtis  or  with  Senator  Lorimer. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Mr.  Curtis  presented  the  matter  to  me  first  and  dis- 
cussed it.  Oh,  we  discussed  it  on  several  occasions.  He  came  down 
and  urged  me  to  take  it.  stating  it  would  bring  harmony  in  the 
party  and  would  reccoicile  the  factions,  and  that  the  disturbances 
diat  had  taken  place  there  for  a  number  of  years  would  cease;  that 
I  would  be  elevated  to  the  Senatorship,  and  by  the  time  the  term 
of  office  had  expired  matters  would  be  in  such  position  that  the 
party  would  be  in  harmonious  relations.  Then  the  Senator  took  it 
up  and  discussed  it  at  considerable  length. 

Senator  Gamble.  What  attitude  did  Senator  Lorimer  taket 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  Senator  urged  me  very  strongly  to  take  it,  and 
lirged  it  upon  me,  and  stated  it  was  a  position  where  while  I  must 
expect  stHue  criticism,  yet  that  that  would  be  the  only  opportunity 
that  I  would  ever  have  to  go  to  the  Senate,  because  if  I  md  not,  the 
{wrty  would  be  organized  on  other  theories  and  it  would  be  impos- 
sible to  overcome  the  difficulty.  It  was  a  case  of  doing  that  or  fore- 
g<Hng  it  forever. 

Senator  Gamble.  About  what  time  was  this? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  have  no  positive  means  of  knowing,  except  that  it 
culminated  in  March.  I  had  the  newspaper  files  examined  to  get  the 
date,  so  that  I  could  get  these  matters  organized  in  my  mind. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Was  it  suggested  that  you  could  get  Di^ocratic 
votes? 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  was ;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  How  many  Democratic  votes? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  never  inquired  how  many,  but  I  was  told  so.  It 
was  said  that  I  would  get  ul  but  about  15  Kepublicans  and  most  of 
the  Democrats. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Who  told  you  you  could  get  the  Democratic 
votes! 

Mr.  Denkhn.  Soiator  Lorimer, 

Senator  Kenton.  What  did  he  say  about  it! 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  urged  me  strongly;  and  I  was  presenting  argu- 
ments against  the  matter  and  said,  among  other  things,  that  our  men 
could  not  offord  to  take  such  a  portion;  that  I  conld  not,  because  T 
had  been  responsible  for  the  primary  law ;  that  we  had  indorsed  it 
in  the  convention;  and,  notwithstanding  the  feeling  we  had  in  refer- 
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ence  to  the  attitude  of  the  iiuinafjng  committee  of  Senator  Hopkins, 
that  I  could  not  afford  to  allow  them  to  induce  me  to  be  the  means  of 
breaking  down  ihe  law  itself — and  it  rose  in  that  way.  Then  I  raised 
the  point  about  the  so-called  Band  of  Hope;  tliat  they  were  men 
who  c<mld  not  afford  to  be  put  in  that  position,  and  that  they  would 
not  support  me;  and  then  the  staiement  was  made  in  reference  to 
Democratic  support  for  me. 

Senator  Kenton.  Were  there  any  D^nocrats  named  who  would 
support  you,  or  who  would  be  induced  to  support  you  ? 

Mr.  Dkneen.  No  ;  I  think  not.  I  think  tiiat  was  not  dismissed.  I 
did  not  go  into  it  at  all. 

Senator  Kebn.  It  was  understood  1 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  gatho^  from  it  all  that  the  same  support  that 
was  received  by  Speaker  Shurtleff  would  oome  to  me.  That  was  my 
understanding. 

Senator  Jones.  That  was  practically  all  of  the  Democratic  vote? 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  was  what  I  understood. 

Soiator  Kern.  You  have  been  fighting  the  Democrats  out  there  for 
a  good  many  years? 

Mr.  Deneen.  We  have  had  some  very  bitter  contests,  but  never  any 
personal  contests. 

Senator  Kern.  You  had  been  an  earnest  Republican  and  a  very 
earnest  supporter  of  Sepublican  principles! 

Mr.  Denebn.  Yes.  The  Democrats  were  not  under  the  slightest 
oUigation  to  me. 

Senator  Kern.  I  sar  you  had  been  ft  very  earnest  supporter  of 
Bepablican  principles  f 

Mr.  Deneen.  Active;  yes.    I  had  been  a  partisan. 

Soiator  Kern.  There  was  no  reason  that  you  know  of  why  any 
Democrats  should  support  you! 

Mr.  Dknekn.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  You  knew  that  the  tariff  bill  was  under  discussion 
hse  at  Washington  at  that  time! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Senator  K^tN.  And  that  the  linee  were  very  sharply  divided  f 

Ur.  Dbnebh.  Yes,  sir. 

Soiator  Kbrv.  And  that  the  political  parties  of  the  country  were 
aroused  cm  that  ^estionf 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Senator  Kebn.  So  you  could  not  understand  why  a  Democrat  should 
sapport  you  in  thai  event? 

Mr.  HANSEN.  No;  unless  some  of  them  wanted  to  change  their 
views. 

Senator  Kbnyon.  Did  you  think  so  many  of  them  would  change 
their  views  all  at  oncet 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  did  not  at  that  time  think  they  would.  Of  course, 
I  have  no  gift  of  foresight. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Did  you  believe  that  you  could  secure  this 
Democratic  support! 

Mr.  Denebn.  I  did  not  think  anything  about  it ;  I  did  not  intend 
to  take  it. 
Senator  Kenton.  You  did  not  consider  it! 

Mr.  Denikn.  No.  sir;  not  at  all.  "We  discussed  it  at  some  length — 
i  beard  the  stories  that  were  presented  to  me,  and  inquiries  were  made 
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about  different  men,  so  thtit  I  would  get  their  attitude.  This  was 
going  on  at  the  time  I  was  under  investigation,  or  rather,  under  a 
contest  which  was  going  on.  I  did  not  know  who  was  going  to  be 
Senator  or  who  would  be  governor. 

Senator  Cxambi£.  I  do  not  recall  the  date  that  you  gave  when  the 
matter  of  the  contest  for  governorship  was  disposed  ot 

Mr,  Denben.  The  17th  or  the  18th  of  March,  I  am  not  aure  which. 

Senator  Gamble.  And  this  suggestion  for  your  candidacy  for  the 
Senatorship  was  prior  to  that  time? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yesj  it  w&a  a  considerable  time  prior  to  that  time. 
1  do  not  know  how  long. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Was  any  suggestion  made  as  to  what  you  should 
do  for  the  people  who  might  make  you  Senator? 

Mr.  Deneek.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  In  the  way  of  patronage? 

Mr.  Deneen,  Nothing  at  all. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Senator  Lorimer  had  fought  you  throu^  the 
primary  and  through  the  campaign? 

Mr.  Dbneen.  For  two  primaries;  he  fought  me  both  times  for 
governor. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Did  not  you  think  it  rather  remarkable  that  he 
wanted  you  to  be  Senator  I 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  I  can  give  you  my  views.  I  do  not  know  that 
I  meant  to  say  that  the  Senator  alone,  but  the  men  he  represented  I 
thought  were  willingto  get  rid  of  me,and  they  determined  whether  or 
not  tliey  could  afford  to  put  me  out.  We  discussed  that,  the  Senator 
and  I.  I  said  to  him,  "  If  you  are  going  to  put  me  out,  Congressman, 
I  hope  you  will  end  it."  T  said,  "I  am  not  a  man  to  ask  terms  of 
men  witli  whom  I  have  fought,  and  where  I  failed,  and  I  want  to 
have  it  ended,  and  I  will  go  back  and  practice  law."  He  said, 
*'  You  are  a  rather  cheerful  martyr,  are  you  not  ? "  I  smiled  and 
said,  "This  is  not  a  polite  invitation  to  ask  for  mercy  at  all,  but  I 
want  to  get  rid  of  it. '  He  said,  "  You  think  you  would  be  stronger 
by  being  put  out  than  by  being  kept  in  ? "  I  said,  "  I  would.  It  I 
am  kept  in,  I  can  accomplish  nothing  bv  reason  of  this  combination, 
and  if  I  am  put  out.  I  think  I  will  be  a  leader  of  the  party,  and  I  am 
a  very  big  cheerful  sacrifice."  I  said,  "  Don't  you  waste  any  time 
on  me,  but  I  will  go,  if  you  will  just  go  through  the  motions,  and 
we  will  fight  it  out  as  hard  as  we  can,  but  it  is  plain  tliat  we  have  not 
the  majoritv  vote,  and  if  they  intend  to  put  me  out,  the  sooner  the 
better  for  all  concerned." 

Senator  Kenyon.  You  had  received  how  many  votes  for  governor? 

Mr.  Deneen.  1  do  not  recall.     The  majoritv  was  about  23,000, 

Senator  Kenyon.  You  had  received  400.000  or  500,000  votes? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  have  it  here,  five  hundred  and  some,  odd  thousand. 
I  received  75,000  votes  fewer  than  the  President, 

Senator  Kenyon.  You  received  some  500,000  votes  for  governor? 

Mr,  Deneen.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenyon.  And  vou  thought  one  man  could  put  you  out? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  I  safd  the  organization  of  men  with  whom  he 
was  associated  could  put  me  out. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Were  they  controlled  by  him  ? 

Mr.  IIeneen.  Well,  I  was  not  at  their  caucus,  but  they  looked  upon 
him  as  their  leader.  I  think  he  was  regarded  as  the  strongest  of 
the  men  who  were  against  me.    I  so  regarded  him. 
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Senator  Kenton,  So  that  the  will  of  500,000  people  could  be  over- 
ruled by  one  man  f 

Mr.  Denebn.  I  would  not  put  it  that  strong.  It  could  be  over- 
ruled by  the  men  who  elected  Mr.  Shurtleff  speaker. 

Senator  Gamble.  It  could  be  overruled  by  a  vote  of  the  legislature! 

Mr.  Deneen.  There  would  be  no  review  of  the  vote.  If  they  voted 
to  put  me  out,  that  would  end  it.  They  could  put  me  out  lor  any 
reason,  no  matter  how  frivolous — because  I  did  not  wear  a  beard 
if  they  wanted  to,  and  the  vote  could  not  be  reviewed. 

Senator  FuncHZH.  Did  any  Democrats  come  to  you  and  ask  you 
to  run  for  Senator) 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  that  a  Democrat  came  to  me,  and  I 
think  no  Democrat  did. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Was  there  any  chance  for  the  Democratic  Party 
to  elect  a  Senator  at  that  legislature? 

Mr.  Deneen.  If  he  could  get  the  Republican  votes. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Was  it  not  really  a  situation  where  the  Demo- 
crats either  had  cause  to  create  a  deadlock,  or  vote  for  some  Be- 
publican  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  had  assumed  that  no  Democrat  would  be  elected. 
T  did  not  suppose  that  any  of  the  Republicans  who  were  against  me 
could  afford  to  put  in  a  Democrat. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Did  you  conceive  that  situation  to  be  that  the 
Democrats  would  rather  vote  for  you  than  for  Senator  Hopkins? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  I  never  tested  that  out,  and  I  never  heard  any 
expression  of  opinion  on  the  matter. 

Senator  Fletcher,  Could  you  state  whether  or  not  under  the  po- 
litical conditions  there  the  feeling  among  the  Democrats  toward 
Senator  Hopkins  was  rather  severe  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  None  of  them  so  expressed  himself.  I  think  a  num- 
ber of  Democrats  would  have  voted  for  me  before  they  would  have 
voted  for  Senator  Hopkins,  because  in  voting  for  me  they  would 
have  had  more  influence  with  the  next  governor,  and  they  would  have 
had  power  to  organize  affairs  and  have  more  power  in  the  State— 
I  mean  in  the  legislature  at  that  time. 

Senator  Kern.  Do  you  know  of  any  better  reason  why  53  Demo- 
crats should  go  over  and  vote  for  n  stalwart  Republican  than  lliat  53 
Republicans  should  go  over  and  vote  for  a  Democrat! 

Mr.  IteNEEN.  No;  I  did  not. 

Senator  Fuitcher.  Did  you  think  that  a  majority  pflrty  in  con- 
trol would  he  likely  to  be  split  up  for  a  minority  candidate? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  quite  catch  your  question. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Is  tnere  not  more  reason  for  a  minority  of  77 
to  go  over  to  the  majority  than  there  would  be  for  a  majority  to  go 
over  to  the  minority! 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  does  not  occur  to  me  so.  I  think  a  minority 
party  should  stand  by  its  principles,  and  if  they  hope  in  any  way  to 
achieve  results,  they  could  not  do  it  after  an  active  campaign  by 
abandoning  all  of  their  principles  and  voting  for  a  man  whom  they 
had  opposed  or  principles  thej'  had  opposed. 

Senator  Kern.  Is  it  not  true  that  a  minority  partv  that  has  stood 
together  for  years,  withstanding  all  opposition  and  receiving  that" 
kind  of  quasi  persecution  that  a  minority  receives,  generally  stands 
as  close  together  as  a  majoritv ! 
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Mr.  Dbneen.  a  little  closer.  They  are  not  norried  by  troubles 
that  arise  out  of  putting  thin^  into  execution. 

Senator  Jones.  The  minority  in  Illinois  did  not  seem  so  very 
steadfast  to  their  principles. 

Mr.  Dkneen.  Kot  on  this  occasion. 

Senator  Jones,  Not  very  steadfast  even  in  tlie  primaries. 

Mr.  Deneen.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  That  was  pretty  much  so  with  the  majority, 
was  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  We  were  divided  about  even. 

The  Chairman.  Governor,  you  have  come  down  to  a  certain  point 
in  your  narrative.    Can  you  proceed  with  it  now? 

Mr.  Denebn.  Well,  we  went  on  until  it  culminated  in  Mardi.  A 
gentleman  who  had  come  from  a  territory  that  was  friendly  to  me, 
and  had  been  friendly,  I  think,  apparently  changed  his  view,  and  he 
called  a  meeting  in  a  room  at  the  principal  hotel  there  in  Spring- 
fidd  of  a  num^r  of  Republicans  for  the  purpose  of  electing  me. 
His  name  was  Sollitt.  They  had  a  meeting  one  night,  and  they  in- 
tended to  arrange  for  an  organization  to  elect  me  Senator  the  next 
day.  I  heard  of  it  at  11  o'clock  that  night,  and  we  sent  out  and  got 
40- of  them  in  the  next  morning  at  tlie  office,  and  put  an  end  to  it, 
and  that  ended  it,  and  I  told  tnom  that  I  would  not  only  never  do 
that,  but  if  I  happened  to  be  elected  I  would  not  accept  it,  because 
it  was  the  understanding  they  were  going  to  elect  me  and  let  me 
resign,  and  have  a  sort  o£  bipartisan  affair  on  me,  and  then  elect 
another  man;  and  I  told  them  I  would  not  accept  the  position  in 
that  way  or  be  used  in  that  way. 

Senator  Gamble.  Was  this  a  proposition  to  elect  you  by  Bepubli- 
cans  and  Democrats? 

Mr.  Deneen.  This  was  a  Republican  meeting.  The  general  under- 
standing was  that  the  Democrats  were  under  better  leadership  and 
would  follow. 

Senator  Kenton.  What  was  that  leadership? 

Mr.  Dbneen.  Mr.  Brown  and  Mr.  Tippitt  There  were  two  fac- 
tions; one  had  31  votes  and  another  35. 

Senator  Kenyon.  This  occurred  at  that   conference? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  was  not  in  that  conference.  This  occurred  at  the 
hotel. 

Senator  Kenyon.  There  was   a   conference? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Mr,  Sollitt  called  a  conference. 

Senator  Gamble.  A  Republican  conference? 

Mr.  Deneen,  A  conference  by  a  number  of  Republicans.  He  was 
a  member  of  the  so-called  Band  of  Hoi>e,  and  he  wanted  to  bring  an 
end  to  the  deadlock,  and  he  thought  it  could  be  ended  by  voting  for 
me,  so  he  stated,  and  he  called  a  little  conference,' or  a  caucus,  and  it 
created  SMne  excitement  in  the  hotel,  the  principal  hotel  that  was 
there  at  that  time,  and  the  news  came  to  me  about  11  o'clock,  and 
I  sent  a  friend  over  and  stopped  it. 

Senator  Gamble.  About  what  time  was  this? 

Mr.  I>ENEEN.  This  was  about  in  the  latter  part  of  March,  the  22d 
or  the  24th ;  I  have  forgotten  the  date.  The  next  morning  I  called 
the  men,  the  Band  of  Hope — there  wei-e  4.3  of  them 

Senator  Gamble.  Was  this  a  Republican  conference  entirelyl 

Mr.  Deneen,  Republican  entimy.  organized  by  Mr.  Sollitt 
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Senator  Oahble.  Were  there  any  Democrats  in  the  conference^ 

Mr.  Dene£n.  No,  sir;  not  as  far  as  I  understand. 

Senator  Oauble.  In  order  to  elect  you,  it  was  necessary  for  you  to 
receive  Democratic  votes? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Senator  Jones.  They  were  supposed  to  be  your  friends? 

Mr.  Deneen.  This  gentleman  nad  been  friendly  to  me,  and  because 
of  his  relation  to  me  lie  soufjht  to  organize  my  friends  and  otliers 
already  organized  were  to  join  together.    Tliat  was  my  understand- 

Senator  Gamble.  They  thought  they  could  get  enough  Democratic 
strength  to  elect  you? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  had  understood  so.  I  did  not  make  any  inquiry. 
We  stopped  it,  anyway,  and  we  called  them  together,  the  43  of  th«n. 

Senator  Kebn.  You  thought  there  were  some  intei-ests  greatly 
interested  in  getting  rid  of  you  as  governor  of  Illinois? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Getting  rid  of  me  either  by  a.  contest  or  by  electing 
me  Senator. 

Senator  Kenton.  Why? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Those  interests  had  waged  a  very  strong  fight  against 
me  in  the  primaries  and  at  the  election.  For  instance,  I  nad  signed 
a  local-option  law  out  there,  that  made  the  township  a  unit,  the  town 
and  the  municipality,  and  the  liquor  interests  were  arrayed  against 
me.  Then  electric-light  companies  were  organized  on  the  Desplaines 
River  and  the  Illinois  River  and  there  was  trouble  in  reference  to 
the  water  rates.  Then  I  had  had  a  contest  with  a  gas  company  there 
under  a  consolidation  act  that  had  been  passed  back  in  18i)7. 

That  company  had  been  steadfastly  against  me.  We  instituted  a 
suit  against  the  Illinois  Central  for  an  accounting,  in  which  we 
charged  at  that  time  that  the  road  had  not  paid  over  to  the  State  at 
least  $15,000,000  that  was  due  the  State,  running  back  indefinitely, 
beyond  the  seventies.  That  was  the  charge.  They  pay  there  7  per 
cent  of  their  gross  earnings  to  the  State,  and  the  governor  is  a  di- 
rector of  the  roadj  ex  officio,  and  he  is  expected  to  audit  the  accounts. 
We  had  been  auditing  them,  and  the  results  had  led  to  a  suit  that  I 
had  instituted  as  governor  against  the  Illinois  Central  Railroad  for 
an  accounting,  in  which  we  charged  that  they  had  withheld  $15,- 
000,000  from  the  State.    That  road  was  against  me. 

Senator  Kebn.  Governorj  did  you  belie\'e  that  these  great  interests 
that  were  interested  in  getting  rid  of  you  as  governor  of  Illinois  were 
in  some  way  behind  tliLs  movement  to  make  you  United  States 
Senator  ? 

Mr.  Dsnben.  It  was  understood  that  Mr.  Browne  represented  the 
liquor  interests,  and  the  light  in  the  Democratic  Party  was  between 
Mr.  Tippitt  and  Mr.  Browne — Browne  i^epresenting  the  liquor  inter- 
ests and  Tippitt  representing  the  views  of  the  Democrats  in  the 
southern  part  of  our  State,  wno  for  the  most  part  stood  for  a  local- 
option  law.  The  contest  was  framed  largely  on  the  temperance 
issue — not  altogether,  but  the  backbone  of  it,  I  think,  was  on  the 
temperance  issue  in  the  Democratic  Party. 

Senator  EIxbn.  Did  you  understand  that  these  great  interests  that 
have  been  referred  to  were  really  back  of  the  movement  to  get  you 
out  of  the  governor's  office  and  send  you  to  the  Senate  t 
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Mr.  Deneen.  They  wanted  to  get  rid  of  me.  I  do  not  know  that 
they  wanted  to  send  me  to  the  Senate,  but  I  felt  sure  that  they 
wanted  to  get  rid  of  me. 

Senator  Kbbn.  And  they  were  willing  to  pay  that  price  to  get  rid 
of  you? 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  were  willing  to  kick  me  upstairs  or  kick  me 
downstairs,  I  think. 

Senator  Jones.  Do  you  think  they  were  promoting  this  conferNice 
that  you  referred  to? 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  would  be  purely  a  matter  of  inference.  I  would 
not  want  to  say  as  to  that.    I  have  no  evidence  on  the  matter. 

Senator  Jones.  The  leaders  of  it  were  those  who  professed  to  be 
your  friends,  anyway ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  There  were  leaders  there  who  were  very  friendly  to 
those  interests  who  were  very  friendly  to  putting  me  out  of  office,  or 
making  me  Senator.  I  do  not  know  the  relation  between  them  and 
the  men  back  of  them. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Governor,  was  there  any  relationship  between 
the  interests  that  were  trying  to  get  rid  of  you  and  the  "  jack  pot" 
we  have  heard  about? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  thought  so. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  did? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  At  the  time  of  the  passage  of  the  local-option 
measure 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  mean  to  imply  now  that  I  am  speaking  of 
Senator  Lorimer  in  this  matter. 

Senator  ICenton.  No.  At  the  time  of  the  passage  of  the  local- 
option  measure  were  the  liquor  interests  very  active  m  Illinois? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Very. 

Senator  Kenton.  That  was  while  yon  were  governor? 

Mr.  Deneen.  While  I  was  governor. 

Senator  Kenton.  Was  the  "  jack  pot "  in  evidence  at  that  time  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  so.    The  general  impression  ia  that  it  was. 

Senator  Kenvon.  How  long  has  this  jack  pot  existed,  to  your 
knowledge  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Nobody  knows  exactly  except  those  who  participated 
in  it;  but  the  general  understanding  is  that  it  beean  in  1897  with 
some  "  constructive  legislation  "  with  reference  to  the  so-called  Allen 
bill,  the  Humphrey  bill,  the  gas-consolidntion  bill,  the  warehouse  bill, 
and  some  *'  constructive  legislation  "  that  was  passed  at  that  session. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  regard  thess  same  interests  that  were 
trying  to  secure  your  election  to  the  Senate,  or  wet-e  suggesting  your 
election  to  the  Senate.  a.s  contributors  to  the  jack  potf 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  as  to  that.    I  could  not  tell. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Of  course,  you  do  not  know  because  you  did 
not  see  it.  _     • 

Mr.  Deneen.  No. 

Senator  Kenyon.  But  yon  had  a  pretty  general  understanding  of 
the  situation  there,  apparently. 

Mr.  Deneen.  My  information  was  that  they  contributed  pretty 
heavily  to  the  funcis  to  defeat  me.  Whether  they  gave  any  to  the 
legislature  (hereafter  I  do  not  know.  Whether  they  expected  men  to 
vote  from  a  sense  of  obligation  for  large  donations  at  the  primaries 
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or  elections  or  whether  more  substantial  inducements  were  brought 
to  bear  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Kenyon.  You  say  Mr.  Lee  O'Neil  Browne  was  under- 
stood to  represent  the  liquor  interests  J 

Mr.  DsNEEN.  The  liquor  interests. 

Senator  Kenton.  Was  that  the  general  understanding? 

Mr.  Dehmbn.  I  think  it  was  known  everywhere.  It  was  charged 
in  the  papers  and  mentioned  during  the  cont«st 

Senator  Kenton.  Was  it  ever  denied  by  him? 

Mr,  Demeem.  I  never  saw  any  denial.  I  do  not  know  whether  he 
denied  it  or  not    I  think  it  was  generally  understood. 

The  Chairman.  What  do  you  know  about  the  jack  pot  in  1897,  at 
the  time  the  various  bills  you  have  spoken  of  were  pending? 

Mr.  I>EN£EN.  I  was  not  a  member  of  the  legislature  in  1897.  I 
had  been  in  the  legislature  four  years  before  that,  and  only  have  such 
information  as  is  public  information  as  the  matter  has  been  charged. 

The  Cbairhan.  Give  us  what  you  know  about  it. 

Mr.  DxNEEN.  The  charge  was  made  at  that  time  that  large  amounts 
of  money  were  distributed  in  the  legislature  to  pass  the  so-called 
Allen  bill,  which  would  give  the  city  councils  in  the  State  power 
to  grant  franchises  for  50  years  to  certain  public-utility  companies. 

The  Chaikhan.  By  whom  was  the  Allen  bill  supported  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  have  not  the  list  of  legislators  here  and  I  do  not 
recall  them  all.    There  were  a  large  number. 

The  Chairhan.  By  what  outside  influences? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  the  Senator  was  friendly  to  the  Alfcn  bill. 

The  Chaihman.  How  was  the  press  of  the  State? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  press  was  against  it.  When  I  say  "  the  press 
was  against  it,"  I  should  say  that  they  were  divided.  I  think  the 
Inter-Ocean  was  for  it,  and  that  the  Tribune,  Record- Herald,  and 
other  papers  in  Chicago,  including  the  old  Record,  were  against  it. 
It  was  generally  conceded  that  the  papers  that  favored  the  large 
corporations  were  for  it,  and  those  that  were  not  under  the  influence 
of  public  utility  companies  were  against  it.  I  think  the  popular 
sentiment  was  against  it  ^ery  strongly. 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  interrupted  you  when 
you  were  stating  what  you  knew  about  the  common  report  as  to  con- 
tributions to  the  fund  of  that  year. 

Mr.  Dexeen.  ^Vhat  fund?     Do  you  mean  1897? 

The  Chairman,  Yes. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  at  that  time.  I  mentioned  the  funds 
against  me  in  1908,  when  I  ran. 

About  the  "  jack  pot,"  if  you  care  to  know,  this  is  the  general  situ- 
ation that  obtained  in  our  legislature  for  a  numlwr  of  sesiions:  The 
legislature  meets  in  January  and  adjourns  when  it  chooses.  It  can 
remain  in  session  two  years,  if  it  chooses.  It  has  been  the  cu;Jtom  for 
several  legislatures  to  defer  the  appointment  of  committees  until  the 
session  has  far  advanced.  Sometimes,  I  think,  they  have  deferred  it 
for  eight  weeks.  The.  constitutions  of  some  States  limit  the  session 
to  eight  weeks,  but  in  our  State  they  hardly  get  organized  for  eight 
weeks.  Then  the  bills  are  introduced,  and  they  range  in  numoer 
from  800  to,  I  should  think,  1,300  bills.  They  have  about  fiO  commit- 
tees. The  minority  agree  upon  a  leader,  and  the  majority  elect  a 
speaker,  and  the  minority  leader  and  the  speaker  arrange  for  the 
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appointment  of  these  committees  and  their  chairmen.  Then  the 
committees  meet  and  begin  their  work;  and  the  bills  that  are  intro- 
duced to  regulate  corporation." — they  are  all  regulated  out  there — 
are  introduced  and  receive  about  the  same  consideration.  They  get 
through  one  house  and  get  uu  to  the  second  reading  in  the  second 
house — the  lower  house  usually,  because  they  are  more  numerous  in 
number — and  the  struggle  then  begins  to  get  those  bills  to  action  and 
to  prevent  action.  At  that  time  the  date  of  adjournment  is  fixed  by 
joint  resolution,  and  they  pass  most  of  the  legi^ation. 

For  instance,  in  one  of  the  legislatures  that  has  been  in  session 
since  I  have  l»een  governor  they  passed  about  235  or  240  bills.  About 
20  or  2.">  of  thosi>  were  passed  the  SMond  day  preceding  the  adjourn- 
ment, and  all  the  rest  of  them  were  passed  in  the  last  two  days. 
When  it  gets  up  to  the  second  day  preceding  adjournment,  with  a 
congested  caiendar.  the  spealcer  rules  that  a  bill  can  not  be  heard 
unless  it  is  on  special  order,  and  the  special  order  requires  a  two- 
thirds  vote.  The  constitutional  provision  is  a  majority  vote.  So 
that  to  get  a  bill  up  requires  102  votes,  and  to  pass  it  requires  77 
votes ;  and  to  prevent  a  bill  getting  advancement  there  are  the  men 
who  are  against  it  per  se,  and  then  all  the  men  who  fear  that  their 
bills  will  l>e  ignored  when  other  bills  get  up  that  will  consume  three 
or  four  hours.  So  it  is  impossible  to  advance  anything  without  the 
speaker.  Then  those  bills  that  are  advanced,  these  regulators," 
usually  meet  their  fate  on  those  two  days,  and  as  they  meet  time  after 
time,  are  introduced,  and  are  referred  to  the  same  class  of  committees, 
the  general  suspicion  is  that  they  could  not  bear  the  test  of  an  exhaust- 
ive coroner's  inquest.  That  is  the  suspicion.  Then  the  general  under- 
standing in  our  State  is  that  the  mone^-  is  paid,  and  that  it  accumu- 
lates in  the  hands  of  several  men  and  is  distributed  accordii^  to  the 
judgment  of  the  men  who  control. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Is  the  "jack  pot"  opened  at  that  critical  mo- 
ment, or  later? 

Mr.  Deneek.  The  general  impression,  the  gossip,  is  that  it  is 
opened  a  considerable  time  later. 

Senator  Kern.  It  is  done  cautiously. 

The  Chaikman.  On  what  principle  is  it  distributed,  Grovernorl 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know. 

The  Chairman.  \Vho  has  the  determining  power  ? 

Mr.  Dexeen.  The  men  who  create  the  fund,  who  gather  the  fund, 
1  assume. 

The  Chairmax.  The  men  who  gather  the  fund — certain  leaders? 

Mr.  Dexeex.  That  is  the  general  imprassion — certain  leaders;  yes. 

Senator  Kenyon.  How  much  of  a  fund  is  that  supposed  to  be  at  a 


Mr.  Deneen.  I  never  have  heard,  definitely. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  \Mve  heard  rumors? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  have  heard  rumors  and  other  matters,  but  I  have 
never  heard  definitely.    I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Jones.  Have  you  heard  of  those  who  contributed  to  tha 
"  jack  pot  "  fund? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Only  the  general  suspicion. 

Senator  Jones.  You  have  heard  tne  genera!  su^icion? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  yes;  I  have  heard  tfiat. 

Senator  Jones.  Who  was  it? 


t»  Google 


SENATOB  FBOM   ILLINOIS.  1123 

Mr.  Dknbbn.  I  have  beard  that  the  railroads  have  contributed  for 
years  to  protect  themselves  against  lensktionj  that  the  gas  com- 
panies or  gas  company  of  Chicago,  and  the  electric  light  company, 
and  the  liquor  interests,  and  the  stockyards  companies,  and  the  ele- 
vator companies,  I  think,  and  the  Pullman  Co.,  and  the  street  car 
companies,  have  contributed. 

Senator  Joneb.  Has  it  been  charged  that  those  int^*ests  have  pretty 
generally  contributed  to  the  legislature! 

Mr.  E^EEN.  I  would  not  say  as  to  that.  I  do  not  know  specifically 
enough.  I  know  only  the  general  running  rumor.  I  do  not  know 
that  it  is  based  on  facts  at  aH. 

The  Chairmak.  Has  the  matter  ever  been  investigated  by  the 
Legislature  of  Illinois? 

Mr.  Denbbn.  There  was  an  investigation  made  during  the  term 
of  my  predecessor,  Grov.  Yates,  about  the  passage  of  the  so-called 
Mueller  bill  that  he  referred  to  the  other  day,  affecting  Chicago ;  and 
the  charge  was  made  by  Mr.  Hinman,  of  the  Inter-Ocean,  that  the 
street  railway  companies  were  contributing  money  to  promote  that 
bill.  They  had  an  investigation  of  the  matter  at  that  time,  and  I 
think  it  was  referred  to  the  other  day  by  the  governor.  I  read  his 
testimony. 

Senator  Kbnyom.  Governor,  have  you  ever  made  an  investigation 
of  these  conditioi^  yourself? 

Mr.  Denben.  Ko;  I  have  no  power  to  make  an  investigation,  and 
no  facilities. 

The  Chaibman.  Governor,  cMning  back  again  to  the  main  sub- 
ject: Have  y(Mi  finished  your  narrative  about  your  interview  with 
Senator  Lonmert 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  have  discussed  the  matter  here  as  I  ran  along.  I 
have  read  some  of  this  testimony  and  the  Senator's  speeches.  I  made 
the  statement  regarding  his  discussion  about  his  own  candidacy.  I 
had  not  organized  it  in  my  mind,  .\mong  other  matters  we  dis- 
cussed his  candidacy,  I  do  not  know  just  when  it  plaited,  but  we 
discussed  it  a  number  of  times.  I  think  it  was  after  they  tried  to 
elect  me,  but  I  am  not  sure  about  that.  It  may  have  been  a  great 
deal  earlier.  In  any  event,  I  thought  it  was  ejirlier  until  I  read  the 
record  here,  and  the  speeches  that  were  made.  It  occurred  to  me 
that  it  was;  but  in  any  event,  whenever  it  was  made,  it  arrse  in  this 
way:  When  the  Senator  Hopkins  matter  was  discussed,  and  when  it 
was  made  plain  that  be  could  not  be  elected  by  Republicans — and  I 
then  assumed  that  that  meant  that  he  could  not  be  elected  at  all — I 
asked  him  who  he  intended  or  expect  to  elect  Senator.  He  suggested 
Mr.  Shurtleff,  and  I' discussed  that  with  him.  The  point  of  the 
thing  was  this:  The  discussion  was  of  considerable  length.  I  stated 
to  him  that  I  thought  it  would  be  a  great  misfortune  tor  him,  from 
his  standpoint  or  that  of  his  organization,  to  elect  Mr.  Shurtleff, 
because  Mr.  Shurtleff  did  not  represent  any  forces  in  his  organization. 
He  WHS  a  man  of  very  considerable  ability  and  experience,  and  indi- 
vidually was  a  very  strong  man,  but  he  bad  not  anv  large  force  back 
of  him.  I  Paid  he  had  not  any  great  influence  bacfc  of  him,  and  that 
he  would  not  add  to  it.  and  it  would  be  a  misfortune.  I  thought,  to 
elect  him  from  his  standpoint.  He  urged  it,  and  said  that  he  thought 
he  could  be  elected ;  that  he  had  tlie  strength  that  came  from  organi- 
zation there;  the  Diemocrats  had  voted  for  liiin  there,  and  they  could 
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afford  to  vote  for  him  as  Senator,  because  they  had  voted  for  him 
for  speaker ;  and  he  argued  the  matter.  I  then  said  to  him :  "  Well, 
if  yon  have  the  power  to  elect  Mr.  Shurtleff,  why  do  you  not  elect 
yourself?  You  are  a  pover,  and  h«  is  not  a  power,  in  Illinois  poli- 
tics, except  as  an  individual  factor,  a  man  of  ability."  He  stated 
that  he  could  not  afford  to  take  it,  because  he  had  advanced  in  the 
house  to  such  a  position  that  he  thought  he  had  considerable  influence 
in  reference  to  the  waterway  legislation,  and  it  would  take  some 
time  to  acquire  that  influence  in  the  senate,  and  that  the  question 
was  ripe  for  action,  and  he  could  do  more  service  in  the  house  than 
in  the  senate,  as  I  recall  it;  and  he  dismissed  it,  and  the  subject  went 
to  other  matters. 

Later  the  matter  was  discus.sed  again,  and  I  repeated  the  argu- 
ment, and  it  was  repeated  again,  and  i^till  another  time,  until  I  con- 
ceived the  idea  that  the  Senator  would  like  to  have  me  make  objec- 
tions to  Shurtleff's  candidacy';  at  least  it  appealed  to  me  so,  and  I 
began  to  believe  that  he  would  like  to  have  it  himself.  Later  it  was 
discussed  and  he  discussed  his  own  candidacy,  and  the  support  he 
would  get.     That  was  discussed  by  him. 

The  Chairmak.  You  may  proceed,  Governor. 

Mr.  Deneex.  That  went  on— I  do  not  know  just  how  long.  I 
discussed  with  him  the  candidacy  of  Mr.  West— Mr.  Royal  West,  the 
chairman  of  the  committee.  I  had  suggested  two  men,  Mr.  Curtis 
was  the  man  that  talked  to  me  most,  t  think,  besides  Mr.  Lorimer. 
and  I  suggested  that  they  have  a  caucus  of  the  Republicans  in  which 
all  would  join,  and  there  determine  the  man  that  could  be  nominated, 
and  then  support  him ;  and  the  Senator  objected  to  that,  and  Senator 
Curtis,  who  had  talked  with  me  frequently,  stated  that  he  himself 
would  favor  and  advise  a  caucus,  providing  Senator  Ho])kins  would 
be  eliminated,  and  wanted  us  to  agree  to  that.  We  told  him  we 
would  not ;  that  we  would  agree  to  a  caucus  in  which  the  Republicans 
would  meet  and  determine  by  a  majority  vote  the  man  that  the  whole 
party  would  .support,  and  that  that  would  have  to  include  anyone 
whose  name,  would  be  presented  to  the  caucus.  That  was  not  a^^ed 
to  by  Senator  Curtis  and  was  not  agreed  to  by  Senator  Lorimer. 

The  matter  proceeded  along,  until  these  men  were  discussed. 
Congressman  McKin ley's  name  was  discussed,  and  Congressman 
Lowaen's,  and  Mr.  Bartlett's,  and  Mr.  AVest's,  and  others  whose 
names  were  mentioned — Congressman  Rodenberg,  and  it  was  dis- 
cussed as  to  whether  or  not  the  party  could  agree  up(Hi  them,  and  it 
ended  in  that — in  discussion. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  Senator  Lorimer.  or  Congressman  Lorimer. 
as  he  was  then,  express  a  willingness  for  his  friends  to  go  into 
caucus  if  Senator  Hopkins  were  eliminated? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  think  we  talked  about  that.  Senator  Cur- 
tis, who  came  to  me  very  often  wlien  we  were  speaking  about  this 
matter,  presented  it  very  often.  I  do  not  recall  that  the  Senator 
presented  it.  I  had  understood  that  they  were  working  in  harmony, 
although  I  doubt  whether  Senator  Curtis  would  represent  his  specific 
views.  They  were  working  to  the  same  end,  but  I  think  he  was 
taking  his  own  initiative. 

The  Chairman.  You  may  proceed  with  the  story,  Governor. 

Mr.  Deneex.  That  is  about  all  the  story  there  is,  unless  there  is 
something  you  care  to  suggest. 
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The  Chaibiian.  Unless  you  wish  to  say  when  you  fir>t  knew  of 
Senator  Lorinier's  candidacy. 

Mr.  I>ESEBN.  They  began  mentioning  it — I  have  just  refrcfihpd  my 
recollection  by  the  materials  covered  here — previous  to  the  14th  of 
May,  I  noti<»  that  from  the  notes  I  have  collected  lien^  fi-imi  ;\ 
number  of  papers. 

Senator  Kern.  When  was  the  election? 

Mr.  Dexeen.  The  26th,     Tlie  papers  were  mentioning  it. 

Senator  Gamble.  You  spoke,  Governor,  of  certain  targe  influences 
or  interests  in  the  State  whose  interests  might  induce  them  to  see 
that  you  were  not  elected  to  the  United  Stat^  Senate.  Do  you  feel 
that  those  inSuences  or  interests  operated  upon  this  conference  of 
which  you  ^>eak  and  induced  the  43  members  of  the  legislature  who 
were  friendly  to  you  to  come  out  actively  in  your  favorl 

Mr.  Denebn.  Those  interests  fought  me  lor  nomination  and  for 
election  very  bitterly.  After  that  I  did  not  keep  in  touch  with 
them.  I  kept  in  touch  with  the  men  who  were  there  on  the  spot,  and 
who  had  the  votes.  I  do  not  recall  that  the  matter  was  discussed  at 
all.  I  kept  in  mind  the  men  who  had  the  votes  there,  and  their 
views.  What  affected  them  I  do  not  know.  There  had  grown  up  a 
very  strong  division  in  our  party 

SenatM"  Gamble.  Yoh  regarded  the  ".Band  of  Hope"  as  your 
friends  ? 

Mr.  Deneex.  They  were  friendly. 

Senator  Gamble.  As  your  friends  in  good  faith  1 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Senator  Gamble.  As  your  friends  in  good  faith,  interested  in  your 
political  preferment  and  the  carrying  out  of  your  administrative 
policy  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  were  friendly  politically.  In  the  case  of  some 
of  them  I  think  there  was  no  strong  personal  friendship,  but  they 
represented  the  views  of  men  in  their  districts  that  were  friendly. 
We  were  fighting  for  the  same  thin^.  They  were  called,  in  derision, 
the  "Band  of  Hope,"  that  was  all.  They  did  not  take  the  name 
themselves. 

Senator  Fletcher.  You  do  not  mean  to  say  that  these  43  men  who 
conferred  with  reference  to  your  candidacy  were  influenced  or  moved 
by  those  interests  of  which  you  spoke! 

Mr.  Deneen.  There  were  no  43  gathered  at  Mr.  Sollitt's  room.  Mr. 
SoUitt  was  one  of  the  so-called  Band  of  Hope.  He  called  a  number 
of  friends  together  at  his  room,  so  I  understand.  Whether  they  met 
in  conference,  or  whether  he  began  sending  out  for  men  and  talking 
with  them  and  reaching  a  plan,  I  do  not  know.  I  rather  think  there 
was  no  meeting  there.  It  was  just  a  gathering  of  men  from  the  cor- 
ridors and  taming  with  them  and  planning.  He  was  the  man. 
Whether  he  had  anybody  with  him  I  do  not  know.  My  judgment 
is  it  was  vastly  overstated.  My  judgment  was  then  and  is  now  that 
the  Band  of  Hope  under  no  circumstances  would  haie  g<me  in  and 
v^oted  for  me  for  Senator  if  I  had  cared  to  run. 

Senator  Fletcher.  You  spoke  about  some  43  men  being  in  a  con- 
ference at  which  you  announced  you  would  ntrt;  be  a  candidate. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  called  the  next  day  a  meeting  of  my  friends  in  my 
office ;  I  think  43 — I  have  a  list  here.  These  men  came  to  me  in  my 
office;  they  came  in  5  and  10  together,  and  we  held  an  open  .-es,sion  in 
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the  oflSce  from  9  to  10  o'clock.  We  sent  out  couriers  and  brou^t 
them  in.  Some  of  them  would  stay  one  minute  and  some  of  them  two 
minutes,  and  so  on,  and  some  during  the  entire  time.  There  was  no 
meeting  at  all.     It  was  just  a  running  talk. 

Senator  Gamble.  Senator  Curtis  was  your  friend! 

Mr.  Demeen.  I  think  he  was  my  fnend  personally.  He  was  a 
strong  friend  of  Mr.  West,  the  chairman  of  the  committee.  His  po- 
litical friends  had  fought  me  strongly  at  the  primaries  and  afrain  at 
the  election,  but  in  the  organization  of  the  senate  he  voted  with  our 
friends;  but  his  friends  fought  me  very  enthusiastically  at  the  pri- 
maries and  at  the  electifm,  I  think. 

The  Chairman.  You  said  the  papers  made  some  mention  of  Sen- 
ator Lorimer's  candidacy  as  early  as  the  14th  of  May. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  What  occurred  after  that! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  whether  Senator  Lorimer  and  I  met 
after  that  or  not.  I  have  looked  through  the  papers  carefully,  and 
there  is  no  notice  of  the  matter  at  all.  It  was  soon  known,  howev'er, 
that  he  was  a  candidate ;  and  the  rumors  were  around  that  he  was  a 
candidate,  but  they  were  not  generally  believed.  It  was  not  gener- 
ally believed  that  he  would  be  an  active  candidate,  or  that  he  could 
fet  tbe  support  that  would  be  necessary  from  the  Democratic  Party! 
did  not  believe  it  until  the  morning  of  tbe  election.  I  did  not  think 
he  would  get  it.  I  was  told  then,  about  an  hour  and  a  half  before  he 
was  elected,  that  he  had  the  votes  and  would  be  elected. 

Senator  Kenyon,  You  have  been  governor  of  Illinois  for  how 
long— seven  years! 

Mr.  Dexeen.  Six  years  and  six  months. 

Senator  Kenyon.  You  made  your  first  campaign  against  the  sys- 
tem of  levying  on  employees  of  State  institutions? 

Mr.  Denekn.  I  din. 

Senator  Kenyon.  For  a  percentage  of  their  salary! 

Mr.  Dekeen.  I  did.     That  was  one  of  the  planks. 

Senator  Kenyon.  That  was  the  issue  in  which  the  people  of  Illi- 
nois were  interested! 

Mr,  Deneen.  The  ^iuiary  law  was  another. 

Senator  Kenyok.  There  had  been  a  system  of  levying  upon  a 
certain  percentage  of  the  salaries  of  all  the  employees  for  political 
campaigns ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Five  per  cent. 

Senotnr  Kenyon.  And  it  had  become  a  sort  of  a  State  scandal! 

Mr.  Denfkn,  There  had  grown  up  opposition  to  it. 

Senator  Kenyon.  You  denounced  that  in  your  campaign! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  made  .speeches  against  it. 

Senator  Kenton.  For  sis  years  you  have  been  in  SpringSeld  at 
the  meeting  of  the  legislature! 

Mr.  Deneen.  For  six  years  and  six  months;  yes. 

Senator  Kenyon.  And  you  have  been  there  while  the  legislature 
wa.s  in  session! 

Mr.  Dekeen.  When  we  have  not  had  regular  sessions  we  had 
fipecial  sessions,  and  I  have  been  there  nearly  all  the  time. 

Senator  Kenyon.  And  you  know  all  the  menihers  of  the  various 
legislatures ! 
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Mr.  Dbnebn.  No;  I  know  the  B«publlcan  members  who  are 
friendly  to  me,  and  most  of  those  who  are  unfriendly.  I  am  not 
acquainted  with  all  the  Democratic  members  by  sight. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  know,  in  a  general  way,  the  different 
members? 

Mr.  Denzbh.  I  know  who  they  are. 

Senator  Kenvon.  And  you  know  their  antecedents,  and  nearly  all 
about  theml 

Mr.  Deneen.  Their  alliances,  rather  than  their  antecedents. 

Senator  Kekton.  For  these  six  years  there  has  been  (Mmstant  talk 
of  a  jack  pot  in  the  Illinois  Legislature? 

Mr.  Dgneen.  Well,  there  has  been  a  talk  in  a  joking  way  or  a 
suspicion. 

Senator  Kenton.  Has  it  been  joking? 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  has  been  referred  to  in  a  jocular  way,  and  some- 
times there  was  a  badgering  of  the  men  at  the  hotel  and  on  the  trains 
and  general  talk  of  it.  I  tiiink  there  is  a  suspicion  that  there  has 
been  a  jack  pot  for  a  number  of  years. 

Senator  Kenton.  Has  the  talk  of  a  jack  pot  been  anything  else 
than  a  suspicitm  or  a  joke  in  Illinois? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  could  not  say  as  to  that.  Most  men  think  it  is  not 
a  joke. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  were  opposed  to  it,  of  course? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenton.  Just  as  you  were  opposed  to  taking  a  percentage 
of  the  salaries  for  campaign  purposes? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Just  as  I  was  opposed  to  that;  yes. 

Senator  Kenton.  Have  you  not  called  in  members  of  the  legisla- 
ture and  denounced  this  policy  and  tried  to  get  at  the  bottom  of  it? 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  made  a  campaign  against  it. 

Senator  Kenyon.  You  made  a  campaign  against  the  jack  pot? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  made  a  campaign  against  the  oi^nization  in  the 
senate  and  it  was  reorganized.  I  made  a  campaign  against  that  sort 
of  an  organization  in  the  house  and  failed. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  make  the  jack  pirt  a  part  of  the  issue 
of  the  campaign? 

Mr.  Denken.  a  part  of  the  issue,  and  made  a  speech  in  th^ 
speaker's  home  against  him. 

Senator  Kenton.  Who  was  speaker  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Shurtleff. 

S«iator  Kenton.  Did  you  denounce  him  as  being  in  the  jack-pOt 
arrangement  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  he  was  responsible. 

Senator  Kenton.  That  he  was  responsible  for  the  jack  pot? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Senator  Gambia.  When  was  the  speech  made  ? 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  made  a  speech  at  Taylorville. 

Senator  Gamble.  In  1910  was  it? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  preceding  the  election  of  November.  I  made 
my  first  speecli  at  Taylorville  in  the  summer  time,  and  that  was  pub- 
lished in  the  papers  and  circulated  extensively  in  our  State  against  it. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  have  made,  then,  an  active  campaign  againrt 
the  jack  pot? 
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Mr.  Dbneen.  I  have  a  speech  in  my  pocket  on  the  aubiect. 

Senator  Kenyon.  You  have  a  speech  tiered 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  have  it  in  my  podcet;  yes.  Part  of  it  relates  to 
that.    I  do  not  suppose  you  would  oe  interested  in  the  speech. 

Senator  Kbnyon.  I  think  we  would  Hke  to  see  it. 

Mr.  Dbneen.  You  might  be  interested  in  the  jack-pot  part.  If  you 
would  care  to  see  it,  I  have  it  here. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Is  this  the  speech  that  you  deliwed  at  Mr. 
Shurtleff's  home! 

Mr.  Dbneen.  Practically  the  same  thing.  This  is  a  little  ablM*evi- 
ated,  so  that  it  could  be  publi^ed. 

Senator  ICenton.  This  speech  was  made  while  you  were  governor 
of  the  State  of  Illinois? 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  was  made  at  Taylorvtlle  last  summer,  I  think  in 
August.  I  assume  that  yon  will  only  want  to  see  the  jack-pot  part 
of  it.  I  will  get  at  that  and  shorten  it.  I  do  not  know  how  much  you 
gentlemen  want  of  this.    I  do  not  want  to  bore  you  with  the  speech. 

Senator  Kenton.  Speaking  for  myself,  I  would  like  to  hear  the 
jack-pot  part  of  it. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  I  could  read  it  in  five  minutes,  or  ten.  I  do 
not  care  to  read  it  all. 

Senator  Oahble.  Have  you  any  facts 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  will  read  what  I  have  here  in  this  speech,  and  tlien 
you  may  ask  me  questions  about  it  if  you  wish : 

"  Th^  are  the  factors  which  make  the  present  unusual  political 
situation  in  this  State.  I  shall  discuss,  first,  the  jack  pot,  or  common 
corruption  fund,  because  of  the  important  relation  which,  in  my 
judgment,  it  bears  to  the  other  unusual  features  of  our  present 
political  situation. 

"  The  jack  pot  is  a  common  corruption  fundjB;BthN^  from  various 
sources  during  a  legislative  session,  to  be  mstributed  afterwards 
among  those  who  have  earned  the  right  to  participate  in  it  by  selling 
their  votes  upon  legislative  measures  for  a  cash  consideration.  Who 
it  was  that  tuiTiished  the  cash  for  this  particular  jack  pot  to  bribe 
Illinois  legislators  and  purchase  legislation  has  not  ^et  been  dis- 
closed, but  we  know,  at  least,  some  of  those  who  distributed  it  and 
some  of  those  to  whom  it  was  paid. 

"  It  is  plain^  however,  that  those  who  have  been  exposed  are  not 
the  only  ones  implicated  in  this  jack-pot  business.  To  make  a  jack 
pot  effective  requires  the  participation  of  a  considerable  number  of 
such  as  can  be  held  together  by  the  cohesive  power  of  public  plunder, 
and  an  organization  which  must  be  able  to  control,  to  some  degree, 
the  course  of  legislation  in  the  general  assembly.  These  conditions 
are  necessary  in  order  to  establif^  a  channel  between  the  illicit  inter- 
ests on  the  outside  who  purchase  legislation  and  the  dishonorable 
public  servants  who  sell  it. 

"  This  would  not  be  accomplished  without  the  exercise  of  the  power 
to  appoint  committees  and  determine  their  character;  to  decide  to 
whicn  committees  particular  measures  should  be  referred  and  control 
their  course  th^^in;  to  afford  or  deny  to  such  measures  an  oppor- 
tunity for  discussion  or  a  vote  in  the  committees  or  on  the  floor  orthe 
house ;  to  determine  what  bills  should  be  called  on  the  calendar,  and. 
generally,  to  manipulate  the  progress  of  le^slation  in  such  a  way  as 
would  l>est  serve  tlie  particular  measures  in  which  the  '  men  highw 
up '  were  interested. 
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"  This,  then,  is  the  jack  pot." 

Now,  I  go  into  the  record  of  some  matters  here. 

Senator  Fletcheb.  ^Vhat  particular  jack  pot  did  you  have  refer- 
ence to  there! 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  general  jack  pot. 

Senator  Fi;btcueb.  But  you,  in  the  earlier  part  of  the  speech,  said 
something  about  '*  this  particular  jack  pot  "  which  you  are  referring 
to.  Do  you  know  the  men  who  participated  in  it  or  got  the  money 
out  of  ity 

Senator  Gamble.  I  presume  you  had  reference  there  to  the  dis- 
closures that  had  been  made 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  yes.  You  refer  to  this  part :  "  It  is  plain,  how- 
ever, that  those  who  have  been  exposed  are  not  the  only  ones  impli- 
cated in  this  jack-pot  business." 

I  had  this  particular  matter  in  mind,  that  a  jack  pot  could  not  be 
created  to  influence  four  men— the  four  men  who  had  confessed;  that 
they  had  not  votes  enough,  and  that  no  one  would  be  foolish  enough 
to  buy  four  men,  when  it  required  77  votes  in  one  house  and  26  m 
another;  and  that  the  fact  that  four  had  confessed  to  receiving 
money  for  votes  would  indicate  pretty  positively  that  there  were 
others,  and  a  number  of  others. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  you  have  any  other  facts  upon  which  you  based 
tliat  argument  as  U>  tlie  existence  of  a  jnck  potf  Did  you  have  iiny 
facts  otlier  than  these  rumors  to  which  you  referred  a  moment  ago 
and  the  instance  of  these  four  luen  who  had  confessed? 

Mr.  Deneen.  This  is  developed  at  a  greater  length  than  you  would 
care  to  hear,  prd^ably.  If  you  would  care  to  have  the  speech,  I  can 
leave  it. 

Senator  Jones.  What  I  want  to  get  at  is,  as  nearly  as  possible,  what 
are  the  facts  upon  which  you  base  your  knowledge  of  the  exigence 
of  the  jack  pot  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  have  no  facts,  except  of  the  general  character  that 
I  expressed  at  greater  length  in  this  speech. 

Senator  Kenyon.  You  are  willing  to  stake  your  reputation  as 
governor  of  the  State  of  Illinois  on  the  fact  that  a  jack  pot  did  exist 
in  Illinois! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  a  man  could  safely  do  that;  yes. 

Senator  Jones.  Have  you  any  more  facts  that  you  Can  give  us  to 
warrant  conviction? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Four  men  have  confessed  to  it. 

Senator  Jones.  Aside  from  the  fact  that  those  four  men  have  C('n- 


Mr.  Deneen.  Only  the  general  rumors  and  the  general  talk  and 
talking  with  men. 

Senator  Jones.  You  were  a  member  of  the  legislature  at  one  time? 

Mr.  Deneen.  In  1893;  yes. 

Senator  Jones.  Were  there  any  rumors  of  a  jack  pot  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Deneen.  There  was  talk  about  corrupt  men.  I  went  in  in  1893 
as  a  minority  man,  I  was  elected  at  the  time  Altgeld  was  elected 
governor,  ana  I  was  there  one  term.  I  was,  of  course,  a  young  man, 
not  connected  with  any  prominent  committees  at  all.  t  simply  at- 
tended the  session  of  the  legislature  and  was  not  a  candidate  for  re- 
election. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  you  see  any  evidence  of  the  jnck  pot  foi-med 
at  that  time?  ■ 
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Mr.  Denken.  No.    I  heard  lite  runuN^  that  were  diBcusaed. 

Senator  Kekyon.  Have  you  not  made  s  campaign  for  aa  antipaas 
trill  in  Illinois  for  a  number  of  years? 

Mr.  DENeeN.  Yes;  for  one. 

Senator  Kenton.  Have  you  ever  succeeded  with  tkatt 

Mr.  Denebm.  No. 

Senator  Jones.  Has  the  opposition  to  it  been  manifested  in  such  a 
w^  as  to  lead  you  to  believe  that  money  was  used  in  defeating  iti 

Mr.  Denebn.  Well,  I  would  not  say  so. 

Senator  Johnston.  You  say  that  officeholders  had  been  assessed  5 
per  cent  for  campaign  purposes,  and  you  were  against  that  system? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Senator  Johnston.  Had  you  been  assessed  when  you  were  h<dding 
office? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  never  held  but  one  appointive  office — or  rather  that 
was  an  elective  office.  The  sanitary  district  trustees  chose  me  as  their 
attorney.  No;  I  was  never  assessed.  This  related  to  the  conduct  of 
the  State  affairs  and  not  those  of  the  county.  I  do  not  think  that 
practice  was  observed  in  Cook  County. 

Senator  Johnston.  Do  you  faiow  anyone  who  was  assessed? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  have  heard  stories  from  those  who  said  they  were 
assessed  and  that  money  wam  collected  from  them.  I  do  not  think  it  is 
disputed.  The  extent  of  it  is  disputed,  but  the  fact  the  practice  pre- 
vailed  in  certain  institutions  I  do  not  think  is  disputed. 

Senator  Jones.  Do  these  interests  that  you  have  heard  connected 
with  the  jack-pot  fund  have  representatives  down  at  Springfield  dur- 
ing the  session  of  the  legislature — I  mean  outside  of  the  members  of 
the  legislature? 

Mr.  Deneen.  How  long  does  that  cover? 

Senator  Jones.  The  forty-sixth  general  assembly,  when  the  sena- 
torial election  occurred. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know.  I  assume  there  were,  but  none  of 
them  came  to  me.  I  only  met  those  who  came  to  the  office.  I  think  I 
was  at  the  hotel  only  one  night  during  the  sessiwi. 

Senator  Jones.  Take  the  liquor  interests,  for  inBtanc«.  Do  they 
generally  have  some  person  down  at  the  legislature duringthesessJMif 

Mr.  Deneen.  My  understanding  is  that  that  is  managed  by  one  of 
the  legislators. 

Senator  Jones.  By  some  of  the  members  of  the  l^slature? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  that  is  it.  , 

Senator  Kenton.  What  are  the  namest 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  had  assumed  that  Mr.  Browne,  having  championed 
their  interests,  would  be  the  particular  man  that  womd  look  after 
their  interests  there. 

Senator  Jones.  Is  that  the  general  impression  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  is  the  impression  of  myself  and  my  friends.  I  do 
not  mean  to  say  that  he  was  paying  money,  but  that  he  made  his  fight 
on  that  issue,  as  to  whether  or  not  le^^tion  should  be  had  on  tem- 
perance matters. 

Senator  Jones.  Now,  in  regard  to  the  gas  companies.    Did  they 
have  agents  there,  outside  of  the  members  of  the  legidature! 
Mr.  Deneen,  No ;  I  think  not. 

Senator  Jones.  Who  represents  them  there  when  they  are  opposed 
to  legislaticMi  ( 
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Mr.  DiNBEN.  I  do  not  recall  as  to  the  gas  companies.  I  rather 
think  they  would  not  have  representatives  at  Springfield.  It  would 
be  m(»«  in  Chicaga    I  am  not  sure  who  their  lobbyist  is. 

Senator  Jones.  That  would  be  true  of  the  electric  lines,  toot 

Mr.  Dbnkbn.  Yes. 

Senator  Jones.  And  of  the  railroads  i 

Mr.  Dgneen.  The  railroads  are  represented  by  John  J.  Drennan, 
of  the  Ulinois  Central  Railroad. 

Senatco-  Jonbl  Did  he  spend  most  of  his  time  at  the  legislature! 

Mr.  Denebn.  Formerly  mote  than  in  the  later  days. 

Senator  Jones.  In  the  forty-sixth  general  assembly  was  he  there 
muchl 

Mr.  Denben.  Which  is  the  last  one! 

Senator  Jones.  The  forty-sixth  was  the  assembly  at  which  the  sen- 
atorial election  was  held. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Years  ago  he  was  their  representative,  and  I  under- 
stand he  is  their  representative  now. 

Senator  Jones.  Was  there  any  palrticular  legislation  in  the  forty- 
sixth  scleral  assembly  affecting  tnese  various  interests  that  you  re- 
call! 

Mr.  Deneen.  In  the  forty-sixth  eeneral  assembly  there  was  a  bill 
affecting  employers^  liability;  a  bill  affecting  compensation  for  in- 
juries; and  the  "  full  crew     bill;  and  some  other  legislation. 

Senator  Jones.  Was  there  active  oppositicai  to  these  measures  by 
the  corporations! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  am  perfectly  willing,  gentlemen,  to  answer  your 
q^uestions,  but  I  do  not  want  to  volunt^r  information  just  of  a  gos- 
sipy kind.    If  you  want  to  inquire  I  will  tell  you. 

Senator  Jones.  If  I  did  not  want  to  inquire  I  would  not  ask  the 
question. 

Mr.  Dbnbbn.  I  want  the  Senate  committee  to  take  the  responsibil- 
ity. I  do  not  feel  that  it  is  hardly  just  for  me  to  come  here  and  give 
a  lot  of  suspicions  against  men  that  may  be  well  founded  and  may 
not  be. 

_  Senator  Jones,  What  we  are  trying  to  get  at  is  whetlier  the  sus- 
picions are  founded  on  facts. 

Mr.  Denebn.  In  the  forty-sixth  assanbly  the  railroad  presidents 
asked  me  to  come  to  Chicago  and  to  meet  them,  and  said  that  there  were 
some  men  presenting  bills  there  that  went  to  such  an  extent  that 
they  were  going  to  confiscate  their  property;  and  that,  under  ttie 
Federal  laws,  their  books  were  examined  to  such  an  extent  that  they 
could  not  do  what  they  were  going  to  be  asked  to  do,  even  if  they 
wanted  to.  They  were  against  such  practices,  except  in  self-defense, 
where  the  men  held  them  at  the  point  of  a  gun,  as  they  expressed  it. 
They  said  that  their  property  would  be  confiscated,  and  they  wanted 
to  talk  with  me  with  reference  to  such  bills.  I  told  them  that  the 
only  way  to  do  would  be  to  call  in  the  leading  men  and  have  them 
go  down  to  Springfield  in  such  numbers  that  they  would  overcome 
the  influence  of  these  other  men.  They  said  that  they  intended  to 
make  a  stand  against  the  matter,  and  that  they  would  cease  to  be 
held  up  by  them;  and  so  they  did.  I  think  the  papers  said  at  one 
time  that  they  had  sent  a  thou&and  men  down  there.  They  were 
greatly  escited  about  the  matter,  and  they  appealed  to  me,  as  I  have 
stated. 
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Senator  Gamble,  Did  they  represent  that  previous  to  that  they 
had  been  held  upjl 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  did  not  so  state,  but  the  implication  was  thit 
thef  had  been. 

Senator  Jones.  They  took  that  method  to  defeat  that  legislation 
instead  of  contributing  to  a  jack  pot! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  that  was  the  implication. 

The  Chairhan.  How  recently  was  that? 

Mr,  Deneem.  The  forty-sixth  general  assombly.  TTie  one  preced- 
ing this  one. 

Senator  Fletcheb.  1909  or  1910t 

Mr.  Deneen.  1909;  the  legislature  elected  in  1908,  which  met  in 
January,  1909. 

Senator  Jonbb.  Who  were  those  railroad  presidents!  i 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  president  of  the  Illinois  Central  was  there — Mr. 
Harahan.  Mr.  Erling  was  there,  Mr.  Miller  was  there,  and  the  presi- 
dent of  the  Northwestern. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Marvin  Hughitt. 

Mr.  Deneen,  Marvin  Hughitt  was  there.  The  president  of  the 
Burlington  was  there,  and  a  number  of  others. 

The  Chairman.  Who  was  he! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Mr.  Winchell  was  there,  I  think,  or  some  repre- 
sentative. 

Senator  Jokes,  Was  there  any  legislation  proposed  in  that  general    i 
assembly  affecting  the  liquor  interests  that  they  would  be  opposed  to?    j 

Mr.  Denebn,  There  was  a  bill  there  at  that  time  for  county  option, 
a  hill  to  repeal  the  township  option  law. 

Senator  Jones.  Was  that  pressed  pretty  hard! 

ilr,  Deneen.  Yes. 

Senator  Jones.  You  do  not  know  whether  they  had  any  other  rep-   I 
resentatives  there  besides  members  of  the  legislature  or  not  opposing 
that  le^slation! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  as  to  whether  they  had  or  not  of  my 
own  knowledge. 

Senator  Jones.  Were  there  any  other  special  interests  that  were 
affected  by  proposed  legislation  at  that  session! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  think  so.  I  do  not  know  just  when  the  bill 
was  passed  to  give  the  mimicipalities  power  to  fix  tlie  price  of  gas 
and  electric  ligut,  whether  that  was  in  the  forty-sixth  general  assem- 
bly or  the  forty-fifth.  It  has  been  passed  during  my  administration, 
but  I  have  forgotten  now  in  which  term  it  was. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  The  forty-sixth. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Power  was  lodged  in  the  municipalities  and  the  gen- 
eral assembly  to  fix  the  price  of  gas  and  electricity.  There  was  quite 
a  controversy  on  that. 

Senator  Jones,  Did  those  interests  have  any  representatives  there! 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  had  representatives. 

Senator  Jones,  Who  represented  them! 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  think  Mr.  IngersoU  was  there.  i 

Senator  Jones.  Who  is  he?  j 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  president  of  the  company,  j 

Senator  Jones.  Or  Chicago?  i 

Mr.  Deneen.  Of  Chicago.  Mr.  Beall  was  there,  I  think,  one  of  the 
officers  of  the  company.    I  do  not  know  the  others.    I  think  that 
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may  have  been  the  forty-fifth;  either  the  ftaty-fifth  c»  the  forty- 
sixth  general  assembly. 

Senator  Jones.  Were  there  any  rumors  that  thoae  cconpanies  had 
c»ntrlbuted  to  a  iack-pot  fund  t 

Mr.  DsNZEN.  No;  I  have  no  recollection  of  that.    The  bill  waa 


Senator  Fletchbr.  You  epoke  of  the  liquor  interests  being  repre- 
sented  by  Lee  O'Neil  Browne.  Would  they  be  likely,  in  a  Repub- 
lican legislature,  to  have  a  Republican  representative  1 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  I  think  so. 

Senator  Flbtcheh.  AVho  else! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Mr,  Shurtleff,  I  think  favored  them.  I  do  not  mean 
to  say  that  he  represented  them  at  all.  I  have  not  expressed  myself 
clearly  on  that.  Mr.  Shurtleff  controlled  on  the  Republican  and 
Mr,  Browne  on  the  Democratic  side,  and  I  assumed  that  they  were 
acting  in  harmonv,  although  I  do  not  know ;  but  my  judgment  is — I 
think  I  will  recall  that  as  to  Mr,  Shurtleff.     I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Anybody  in  the  Senate? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  that  there  ever  was  a  man. 

Mr,  Healv,  Shall  we  proceed  now? 

The  Chairman.  Counsel  may  have  a  voice  in  the  examination. 

Mr.  Healy.  Governor,  you  say  you  had  a  talk  with  Senator  Lori- 
mer  about  the  possible  resignation  of  Lieut.  Ogilvie? 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  was  discussed. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  the  presiding  officer  of  the  Senate — the  other 
presiding  officer? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  discussed  that  with  him  or 
not.  The  statement  was  made  that  the  matter  could  be  arranged  with 
Mr,  Ogilvie,  First  it  was  discussed  as  to  what  the  attitude  of  Mr. 
Ogilvie  would  be  in  reference  to  the  political  situation  there  in  Illi- 
nois in  the  event  he  became  governor. 

Mr,  Healt,  What  else  was  said  about  it? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Then  the  fact  that  if  that  was  an  obstacle  in  the  way 
of  my  getting  out,  it  could  be  removed, 

Mr,  Healy.  Did  he  say  how  it  could  he  removed  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  would  not  state.  Senator  Curtis  I  know  told  me 
his  views,  as  to  what  could  he  done,  I  gathered — the  Senator  inti- 
mated—or stated — that  he  either  would  M  given  a  Federal  positicm, 
an  oflice,  or  could  be  induced  to  get  out ;  but  not  in  a  corrupt  way, 
understand,  at  all — 

Senator  Fletcher.  By  moral  suasion? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  promoted.  I  never  knew  exactly  how  it  was 
to  be  effected,  I  did  not  go  into  it,  whether  he  was  to  go  into  busi- 
ness, or  whether  he  was  to  be  elected.  I  would  not  want  to  insinuate 
that  it  was  a  corrupt  means  by  which  he  was  to  be  gotten  rid  of.  I 
did  not  go  into  that. 

Mr,  Healy.  In  addition  to  these  corporate  interests  which  you 
say  were  opposed  to  your  candidacy,  and  opposed  to  you  as  gov- 
ernor of  niinois,  were  there  any  considerable  number  of  men  who 
were  active  in  the  political  life  of  Illinois,  who  were  opposed  to  you? 

Mr.  Deneen,  Quite  a  large  number  of  them. 

Mr.  Healy,  What  particular  poltical  faction  ? 

Mr,  Deneen.  The  faction  then  headed  or  led  by  Senator  Lorimer 
were  against  me.    He  represented  large  interests,  I  mean  large  politi- 
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cftl  iQter«8ts,  a  large  number.  He  was  the  leader.  Thra  th««  waa 
former  Gfov.  Yates, 

Mr.  Hbalt.  And  that  was  the  political  faction? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Senator  Hopkins  at  that  time,  I  think,  was  against 
me,  opposed  my  nomination  both  times,  and  fought  it  with  F^eral 
patronage. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  Senator  Hopkins  participate  in  any  way  in  this 
d«8ire  or  attempt  to  elect  you  to  the  United  States  Senate! 

Mr.  Denken.  No. 

Mr,  Heact.  Did  ^ou  talk  with  anybody  other  than  Senator  Lori- 
mer  and  Mr.  Curtis  in  reference  to  the  possibiii^  of  your  being 
elected  to  the  office! 

Mr.  Dbnebn.  Oh,  it  was  discussed  by  a  number  of  men.  It  was  in 
the  papers. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  yon  talk  with  Senator  Hopkins  about  it! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  1  discussed  the  matter  with  Senator  Hopkins 
several  times. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  did  you  say  to  him  and  what  did  he  say  to  you! 

Mr.  Denben,  I  told  him  the  situation — that  they  were  trying  to 
induce  me  to  go  into  the  campaign. 

Mr.  Heai.t.  Were  you  at  any  time  during  that  senatorial  dead- 
lock receptively  or  otherwise  a  candidate  for  the  United  States 
Senatorship ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Not  at  all  at  any  time. 

Mr,  Healt.  Did  you  ever  agree  or  suggest  to  any  of  the  gentle- 
men who  talked  wiUi  you  about  the  matter  that  you,  under  certain 
eonditi<His  or  circumstances,  would  becwne  a  candidate! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Never  at  all.  I  discussed  some  of  the  obstacles  in 
the  way,  in  a  polite  way  at  first,  and  it  ran  along,  and  they  kept 
pressing  the  argument  how  they  could  be  removed,  and  the  thing 
was  ended. 

Mr.  HealpY,  Did  you  ever  talk  with  any  of  the  editors  or  man- 
agers of  the  Chicago  newspapers  in  reference  to  the  matter! 

Mr.  Df-neen,  No;  that  was  not  discussed  by  any  of  them  with  me 
or  with  anyone  else,  so  far  as  I  know. 

Mr.  Healy,  Did  any  of  those  managers  or  editors  or  anybody 
connected  with  the  newspapers  of  Chicago  indicate  their  oppositioil 
to  your  election  to  that  position! 

Mr.  Denben.  None  of  them  to  me  nor,  so  far  as  I  know,  to  my 
friends, 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  at  any  time  during  the  senatorial  deadlock 
aid  the  candidacy  of  Mr,  Lorimer! 

Mr.  Denben,  No,  sir. 

Mr,  Healy.  In  any  way ! 

Mr.  Denebn.  I  discussed  the  matter  with  him  a  great  deal,  occa- 
sionally, as  it  came  up.  We  discussed  the  men  as  to  their  attitude 
m  various  men,  but  never  with  a  view  of  inducing  them  to  vote  for 
him. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  ever  suggest  to  any  man,  any  member  of  (^ 
Illinois  Legislature  or  anyone  dse,  that  he  or  they  should  aid  the 
candidacy  of  Mr.  Lorimer! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Not  at  all,  except  this:  I  stated  that  we  could  go 
into  the  Republican  caucus,  and  that  the  man  who  would  grt  uie 
vote  there,  no  matter  who  he  was,  could  get  the  entire  vote  of  th« 
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B^ublicans.    That  vaa  discussed  with  him  and  others,  too,  but  that 
was  verv  brief,  because  it  was  dismissed. 

Mr.  Healt.  In  these  various  talks  which  you  bad  with  Mr.  Lori- 
nier,  did  he  understand  your  position  in  that  respect! 

Mr.  Dknben.  I  think  be  did. 

Mr.  Healy.  There  wag  no  controversy  about  it? 

Mr.  Deneen,  None  with  m& 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  oppose  his  candidacy  t 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  (ud  what  I  could  to  prevent  any  man  voting  for 
him,  or  rather  I  spoke  to  them  about  it.    We  had  a  conference  at 
our  a&ce  the  night  oefore  he  was  chosen;  and  before  that  for  a  num- 
ber of  weeks  we  discussed  matters  as  things  arose.    After  his  name  ' 
was  mentioned  earnestly  for  the  place,  it  was  discussed  with  the  m«i. 

Mr.  HE&I.T.  At  this  caucus  wnicb  you  bad  the  nifj^t  before  the 
election,  who  attended  t 

Mr,  Deneen.  Mr.  West  was  there;  Col.  John  R,  Thompson,  then 
county  treasurer  of  Cook  County;  Col.  Chauncey  Dewey,  Mr. 
Thomas  J.  Healy,  the  sanitary  district  trustee  of  Chicago.  I  tbink 
Mr.  Vail,  the  clerk  of  the  Superior  Court  of  Cook  County,  was  there. 
I  do  not  recall  others.    I  was  there. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  what  did  you  talk  about! 

Mr.  Deneen.  We  were  discussing  with  Col.  Thompson  and  Col. 
Dewey  their  attitude  in  reference  to  the  senatorial  contest. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  did  you  say  and  what  did  they  say? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  effort  was  made  to  induce  them, to  change,  or 
rather  to  induce  Col.  Thompson  to  bring  his  influence  to  bear  on 
Mr.  Sollitt  and  Mr.  Ap  Madoc,  to  vote  against  Congressman  Lori- 
mer.  Col.  Dewey — I  nave  forgotten  just  who  was  represented  1^ 
bim,  that  had  intended  to  vote  for  bim;  but  Senator  Ettleson  and 
Senator  Billings  were  understood  to  be  leaning  toward  Senator  Lori- 
mer,  and  that  matter  was  discussed. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  effort  were  you  making  in  the  premises? 

Mr.  Denebn.  I  was  to  induce  tbem  to  abide  by  the  result  of  the 


Mr.  Healy.  That  is,  the  senatorial  caucus,  which  was  held  in 
Januarv  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  caucus  which  was  held  in  January. 

Mr.  Healy.  Which  we  have  not  referred  to  yet,  which  we  hav« 
skipped  over. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healy,  How  long  did  that  conference  last? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know,  but  I  think  an  hour  or  two. 

Mr.  Heaiy.  Had  you  ever  suggested  to  Mr.  Thompson  or  to  Mr. 
Dewey  prior  to  that  time  that  they  should  by  their  influence  support 
the  candidacy  of  Mr.  Lorimer? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No.  Some  considerable  time  previous  to  that,  when 
the  Senator  and  I  were  discussing  relations  that  would  be  likely  to 
exist  between  the  former  mavor  of  Chicago  and  his  allies  in  refer- 
ence to  the  primary  contest  which  would  occur  at  Chicago  should  the 
supreme  court  annul  our  primary  law,  I  had  called  m,  one  after 
another,  the  leaders  who  were  presumed  to  be  friendly  to  me,  and 
discussed  with  them  the  poasibilitv  of  working  in  harmony  with  com- 
mitteemen who  bore  friendly  relations  to  Senator  Lorimer.  in  the 
way  of  getting  up  a  standard  of  rules  for  our  contests,  and  in  de- 
fensive action  against  the  mayor  of  the  city. 
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Mr.  HsALT.  Was  anythiiijr  suggested  in  those  discussions  or  con- 
ferences by  you  to  indicale  to  these  men  that  it  would  meet  with 
your  ai^roval  if  they  supported  Mr.  Lorimer's  candidacy  for  United 
States  Senator? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  thinir  was  discussed  at  considerahle  length  in 
this  way 

Mr.  Healt.  I  do  not  think  you  heard  my  question. 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  heard  your  question,  and  I  am  going  to  answer  it. 
Col.  Dewey  and  Col,  Thompson  stated  that  they  had  understood  that 
Senator  iJorimer  and  I  were  to  work  in  harmony  in  Cook  County, 
and  they  assumed  that  we  were  to  work  in  hamiony  in  all  matters 
relating  to  legisIaticHi,  and  I  was  disputing  the  foundation  of  that 
understanding,  opposing  it,  and  insisting  that  they  could  not  have 
had  that  understanding,  because  it  Was  limited  to  the  matter  of  the 
contest,  to  the  primaries  in  Co(rft  County ;  and  we  had  a  pretty  wann 
session  in  that  matter  that  night.  It  continued,  I  should  think,  an 
hour  and  a  half. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  those  men  subsequently  support  Mr,  Lorimer's 
candidacy  i 

Mr,  Deneen.  Senator  Billing  and  Senator  Ettleson  voted  for  the 
Senator  after  he  was  elected,  changed  their  votes,  Mr.  Sollitt  and 
Mr.  Ap  Madoc,  who  was  then  representative,  I  am  sure  voted  for 
him  before  he  was  elected,  helped  elect  him. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  Was  it  generally  understood  that  Mr.  Dewey  con- 
trolled, or  was  in  a  position  to  advise  the  actions  of  Senator  Billings 
and  Senator  Ettleson  in  the  matter  t 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  they  were  very  friendly,  and  they  had  worked 
in  harmony  in  politics  for  some  time. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  that  was  true  with  reference  to  Mr,  ThtHnpson 
and  Mr,  Sollitt  and  Mr.  Ap  Madoc f    la  that  correct? 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  is  correct, 

Mr.  Healt,  Did  you  do  anything  else  to  oppose  the  election  of 
Mr.  Lorimert 

Mr.  Deneen.  A  number  of  men  were  called  in,  a  few,  I  think,  I 
discussed  the  matter  with  the  leaders  of  Senatw  Hopkins,  Mr.  Hitch, 
and  Congressman  Chapman,  and  I  think  with  Bepresentative  L(^u 
and  Representative  Derby.  If  you  will  read  the  names  of  the  men 
there  I  can  tell  you- 

Mr.  Healy.  What  did  you  say  generally  to  these  men  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Urging  them  to  stand  by  the  caucus  and  to  vote  for 
Senator  Hopkins. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  that  effort  on  your  part  continue  right  up  to  the 
senatorial  election? 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  continued;  ves,  until  the  election.  I  think  the 
contest  was  ended  the  night  before  the  election. 

The  Chairman.  I  understood  you  to  say  a  while  ago  that  you  did 
not  understand  that  Mr.  Lorimer  was  a  candidate  until  the  morning 
of  the  election? 

Mr.  Deneen.  'So;  I  said  I  did  not  believe  he  could  be  elected  until 
that  morning^  that  the  papers  had  mentioned  it;  I  think  they  men- 
tioned it  for  two  weeks.  You  asked  me  when  I  first  knew  it.  I 
stated  that  I  did  not  fix  the  date,  but  that  I  had  had  the  newspapers 
examined  since!  was  notified  to  be  here,  to  get  the  dates  fixed;  and 
the  excerpts  from  the  newspapers  show  that  he  was  an  active  candi- 
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date  on  the  14th  of  May,  and  my  recollection  is  based  entirety  on  the 
dates  of  those  papers  and  the  articles. 

Mr.  Healy.  Wnat,  if  anything,  did  you  do  on  the  morning  of  the 
26th  of  May,  1909,  to  oppose  the  election  of  Mr.  Liorimer ! 

Mr.  Denei^j'.  There  was  a  conference.  We  received  callers  who 
came  in,  talked  with  those  who  came  in.  1  think  we  sent  for  one  or 
two,  but  I  am  not  sure;  discussed  the  matter  witli  Mr.  Hitch  and 
with  Mr.  Chapman. 

Mr.  Healt,  Mr,  Hitch  and  Mr.  Chapman  were  supporters  of  Sena- 
tor Hopkins  ( 

Mr.  Dbneek.  They  were;  yes.    Mr.  Hitch  was  his  manager. 

Mr.  Hbaly.  What  generally  was  your  discussion! 

Mr.  Dbwebn.  Well,  it  was  more  a  complaint  regarding  the  results 
which  I  understood  had  happened  within  a  few  hours. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  Was  it  generarlly  understood  among  you  gentlemen 
at  that  time  that  Senator  Lorimer  would  succeed  in  his  ambition  to 
be  elected? 

Mr.  DENiiEN.  I  became  convinced  he  would  after  1  talked  with 
Congressman  Chapman. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  send  for  any  house  member  or  any  senate 
member  or  any  other  person  that  momingf 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  definitely  UislI  a  man  was  sent  for  that 
morning,  but  I  think  Mr.  Durfee  and  I  talked  together. 

Mr.  Hjealt.  He  was  a  house  member? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  a  house  member. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  send  for  Col.  Dewey  that  morning? 

Mr.  Denxin.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt,  You  did  not  have  any  talk  with  him  after  he  left  you 
that  night  f 

Mr.  Denebn.  About  midnight 

Mr.  Healt.  Now,  there  was  a  senatorial  caucus  held  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  A  senatoria'l  caucus  was  held  on  the  19th  of  January. 

Mr.  Healt.  Where  was  that  caucus  held? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  it  was  held  in  the  old  supreme  court  room. 
I  am  not  sure  of  that. 

Mr.  Healt.  How  was  it  called  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  that.  I  do  not  know  how  it  was 
called,  but  my  recollection  is  Mr.  Hull  issued  the  call  on  the  part  of 
the  members  of  the  house.  I  do  not  recall  who  issued  it  in  behalf 
of  the  senate,  but  it  was  issued  by  the  chairman  of  the  senate  caucus. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  were  all  of  the  Republican  members  of  the  house 
and  the  senate  invited  to  participate  in  that  caucus? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  about  that. 

Mr.  Healt.  Was  it  a  secret  caucus  ? 

Mr.  Deneen-  It  was  an  open  caucus, 
-    Mr.  Healy.  The  fact  that  such  a  caucus  was  to  be  held  was  a 
matter  of  public  information,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  was  public  information ;  yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  all  of  the  Republican  house  and  senate  members 
attend  that  caucus? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  a  considerable  number  refused  or  refrained  from 
attoiding  it. 

Mr.  ISalt.  Do  you  know  about  hoiv  many  refrained  from  attend- 
ing the  caucus?  ^ ,  . 
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Mr.  DiinCBN.  I  do  not  kdow.  I  made  inquiries  yeetti^y.  I  wired 
mr  office,  and  I  have  a  list  that  you  have  there  in  yotir  hands  whic^ 
I  handed  to  you. 

Mr.  Healy.  Just  look  at  this  list,  if  you  will,  and  see  whether 
that  agrees  with  your  recollecfiwi  of  the  men  who  refrained  from 
participating;  in  the  caucus  at  that  time? 

Mr,  Denbbn.  My  best  judgment  is  that  this  is  an  accurate  list. 

Mr.  Hbaly.  How  many  of  the  men  who  failed  to  participate  is 
that  senatorial  caucus  sutiaequentlh^  voted  f <»■  Senator  iWimer ! 

The  Chaikman.  Do  you  not  think  we  had  better  have  the  list  f 

Mr.  Heai^t.  Yes;  I  am  gcang  to  have  it,  bat  I  wanted  to  develop 
the  information  surrounding  it. 

Mr,  Denbek.  Of  those  wlio  remained  away  in  the  house,  31  of 
them  finally  voted  for  Senator  Lorimer  and  7  of  them  voted  ft* 
Senator  Hopkins,  uid  of  the  senate,  of  those  who  refrained  from 
ait«nding  the  caucus  5  voted  for  Senator  Lorimer  and  3  for  Senator 
Hopkins. 

Mr,  Healt,  Now,  will  you  read  the  list  of  the  sbnate  members  who 
did  not  participate  in  that  caucus  and  who  subsequently  voted  for 
Senator  Lorimer,  and  by  aubsequently  I  mean  who  voted  for  him  on 
the  26th  of  May,  1909,  the  day  that  he  was  elected  to  the  Senatef 

Mr,  Dbnebn.  The  senators  who  refrained  from  att^iding  the 
caucus  were  Senatcn-  Ball 

Mr.  Hbaly.  That  is  Barr,  is  it  not! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Senator  Ball,  who  voted  for  Swiator  Ixwimer;  Sen- 
ator Briedl,  who  voted  for  Senator  Lorimer;  Senator  Clark,  who 
voted  for  Senator  Lorimer;  Senator  Curtis,  who  voted  for  Senator 
Lorimer;  Senator  Hay,  who  voted  for  Senator  Hopkins;  Senator 
Henson,  who  voted  for  Senator  Lorimer;  Senator  Olson,  who  voted 
for  Senator  Hopkins ;  and  Senator  Pemberton,  who  voted  for  Senator 
Hopkins.  It  appears  that  Senator  Schmidt  did  not  enter  the  caucus, 
and  did  not  vote  on  the  Senatorship  at  all.    He  was  not  recorded. 

Mr.  HAKEcr.  Is  that  Senatw  Schmidt? 

Mr,  Dbnbek,  Yea;  he  has  since  died, 

Mr.  Healy.  Of  the  senators  whose  names  you  have  just  read, 
which  of  them,  if  any,  were  your  political  allies? 

Mr,  Dei«eem.  Senator  Hay  was  considered  friendly  to  me,  and  is, 

Mr,  Healy.  Do  you  know  why  he  stayed  out  of  the  caucus? 

Mr,  Deneen.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  know  definitely, 

Mr,  Healt.  Did  you  try  to  get  him  in  t 

Mr.  Deneen,  He  was  talked  to  about  going  in.  My  understand- 
ing was  that  he  felt  that  he  was  instruct^  by  his  district,  and  that 
the  caucus  could  not  change  the  instructions  of  hia  constituents.  I 
think  he  made  a  statement  of  that  kind  in  his  campaign,  a  written 
statement. 

Mr.  Heai.y,  Who  carried  his  district  in  the  senatorial  primary — 
Sangamon  County? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  Senator  Hopkins  did — no,  I  guess  it  was 
CMigressman  Foss.     You  have  the  memorandum  there. 

SS.  Healy.  Which  other  of  those  gentlemen  was  friendly  to  yoai 

Mr.  Deneen,  Mr.  Olscm. 

Mr.  Healy.  Why  did  he  stay  out  of  the  caucus? 

Mr.  Dbnken.  C(HigreeHmaa  Foss  carried  his  district, 

Mr,  Healt.  For  Uie  same  reason  that  Mr.  Hay  remaioed  away? 
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Mr.  DnzxN.  I  MOiuDe  so. 

Mr.  Heii,t.  Which  other  of  the  memberg  were  {rimdly  to  you  i 

Mr.  Denebn.  Mr.  Pembertonj  who  refrained  from  going  to  tli« 
caucus  and  voted  for  Soiator  H^pfciofr— 

Mr.  Hbaly.  Was  he  friendly  to  you  politically  t 

Mr.  Dekeen.  Unfriendly. 

Mr.  Hkai.y.  I  am  asking  you  now  about  the  friendly  members  of 
the  senate —  ■ 

Mr.  Denben.  Oh,  those  were  the  only  two. 

Mr,  Healt.  Who  refrained  frcnn  participating  in  the  caiunis. 
How  about  Senator  Schmidt  f 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  friendly,  but  he  did  not  go  to  the  caucns. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  know  why  t 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  why. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  Now,  will  you  read  from  the  list  which  you  have  there 
the  house  members  who  refrained  from  participating  in  the  caucus, 
and  who  voted  subsequently,  on  the  26th  of  May,  IW9,  for  Senator 
Lorimer! 

Mr.  Dbnebk.  I  think  it  would  expedite  matters  for  me  to  read  th« 
entire  list,  and  then  to  read  those  who  voted  for  Senator  Hopkins. 
They  were  Representatives  Madoc,  Bardell,  Beck,  Behrens,  Brady, 
firownbadc,  Bush,  Butts,  Carter,  Chiperfield,  Church,  Crawford, 
Curran,  Dudgeon,  Erickson,  Fieldsta<i,  Flagg,  Glade,  Logan,  Kittle- 
man,  Kleeman,  Kowal^i,  Lane,  Lederer,  A^clane,  McNi^ols,  Mills, 
Parker,  Price,  Reynolds,  Schumacher,  Shanahan,  Shvirtleff,  Smejkat, 
Sollett,  Stems,  Ton,  Troyer,  Zipf.  They  refrained  from  going  to 
the  caucus.  I  think  there  were  39.  All  of  those  voted  for  Senator 
Lorimer  except  Representative  B&rdell,  Brady,  Carter,  Flagg,  Mills, 
Reynolds,  and  Ton*  Seven  voted  for  Senator  Hopkins  and  31  voted 
for  Senator  Lorimer.  I  sec  some  mistake  here  in  this  telegram. 
They  put  in  39  and  my  figures  make  it  38.  As  I  check  it  up,  there 
were  31  who  voted  for  Senator  Lorimer  and  7  for  Senator  Hopkins. 

Mr.  Healt.  That  was  on  the  final  vote? 

My.  Denebn.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  Now,  of  the  seven  members  of  the  house  who  did  not 
participate  in  the  caucus  and  who  voted  for  Senator  Hopkins  on  the 
final  vote,  which  of  those  seven  Vere  your  political  associates  or 
friends  f 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  when  you  make  a  statement  of  that  kind  I,  of 
course,  mean  to  convey  the  impression  that  they  were  not  associated 
with  us  in  the  caucus.  Not  that  I  had  particular  influence  with  him — 
B^resentative  Bardell  was  the  first  wtio  was  friendly. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  Do  you  know  why  he  stayed  out  of  the  caucus! 

Mr.  Dbkebn.  I  do  not  know? 

Mr.  Hkalt.  How  about  Mr.  Brady  t 

Mr.  Deneen.  Mr.  Brady — I  do  not  know  why  he  stayed  out  of  the 
caucus.  I  discussed  it  with  him;  that  is,  about  voting  for  Senator 
Hcmkiitt. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  remember  who  induced  Brady  and  Bardell  to 
enter  the  caocusf 

Mr.  Dbneen.  I  spoke  to  Mr.  Bardell.  I  do  not  recall  that  he  needed 
urging,  but  Senator  Brady  and  I  discussed  it.  The  next  is  Mr,  Car- 
ter, the  representative.  He  refrained  from  going  to  the  caucus,  and 
voted  for  Seaiator  HojAins.    I  had  no  influence  whatever  with  him. 

Mr.  Healt.  How  about  Mr.  Flagg?  (     ^  i  i1  • 
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Mr.  Dbnxbn.  The  next  was  Mr.  Fla«£.  We  were  <hi  friendly  rela^ 
tions,  and  he  was  coiisidN»d  one  of  tiQ«  Band  of  Hope,  as  was  Mr. 
Bardell. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  Why  should  he  refrain  from  entering  the  caucus  I 

Mr.  Dbnbbn.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr,  I^ALT.  How  about  Mr.  Mills! 

Mr.  Dbnebn.  He  was  friendly. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  know  why  he  stayed  out? 

Mr.  Denkem.  I  do  not  recall  why.  Congressman  Fosa  resides  in 
his  Vrard,  or  I  think  at  least  he  is  in  the  congres^onat  district. 

Mr.  Healy.  Congressman  Foss  carried  that  part  of  the  city,  did 
he  not? 

Mr,  Dbneen.  Yes;  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Healy.  How  about  Mr.  Reynolds? 

Mr.  Deneek.  He  is  from  Rockford.  He  is  friendly,  but  did  not 
attend  the  session  oft«n.  He  had  been  one  of  the  candidate^  for 
speaker,  and  when  he  saw  the  results  he  went  back  to.  the  practice  of 
law  and  occasionally  attended.  He  finally  came  to  the  roll  call  and 
voted  for  Swiator  Hopkins.  I  think  I  wired  him  to  come ;  urged  him 
strongly. 

Mr.  Hbaly.  How  about  Mr.  Ton? 

Mr.  Demeen.  Well,  Mr.  Ton  belonged  to  the  ao-called  Band  of 
Hope,  but  our  relations  were  not  so  friendly. 

S»iator  Kern.  To  whom  do  you  say  that  you  wired? 

Mr.  Deneek.  I  think  for  Mr.  Reynolds,  of  Rockford.  I  urged 
him  by  telephone  a  number  of  times  to  come  down.  He  was  prac- 
ticing law,  and  felt  his  time  was  wasted,  as  he  could  not  accomplish 
anything. 

Senator  Eebn.  Was  it  in  response  to  your  wire  that  he  came  the 
last  time? 

Mr.  Demiben.  I  would  not  say  soj  but  I  think  it  was.  I  urged  him 
strongly  to  come,  but  whether  I  wired  him,  I  have  no  definite  recol- 
lection: but  I  talked  to  him  a  number  of  times  on  the  telephone. 

Mr.  Healy.  Now,  with  the  exception  of  the  members  wnose  names 
you  have  just  read  from  the  list,  the  other  Republican  membeis  of 
the  senate  and  house  attended  the  senatorial  caucus? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Th^  did ;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  know  what  the  result  of  their  action  was? 

Mr.  Deneen.  In  the  caucus? 

Mr.  Healy.  Yes. 

Mr.  Deneen.  In  the  caucus  Mr.  Hopkins  received  25  votes  of  the 
senators  and  Representative  Foss  8,  and  former  Senator  Mason  1. 
In  the  house  Senator  Hopkins  received  46  votes  and  Representative 
Foss  3. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  the  total  Hopkins  vote  in  the  caucus  of  January 
19,  1009,  was  70  votes? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  it  states  here  that  9  senators  remained  out  and 
29  members  of  the  house.  That  would  be  48  who  refrained  from 
going  to  the  caucus. 

Mr.  Healy.  1  want  to  get  the  total  Hopkins  vote  in  the  caucus. 
Was  it  approximately  70! 

Mr.  I«nben.  Seventy;  yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  Was  he  declared  the  caucus  nominee? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  he  was.  I  did  not  attend  the  caucus,  but  1 
know  that  was  the  fact;  yes.  ,  -  i 
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Mr.  Healy.  That  was  the  general  inf ormatioo  1 

Mr.  Dbnzkn.  Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  Healv.  What  had  been  the  political  custom  in  Illinois  prior 
to  this  time  in  reference  to  holding  caucuses  on  the  question  of  organ- 
izing the  house  and  the  senate  and  the  selection  of  United  States 
Senators  t 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  had  been  the  custom  to  have  caucuses,  I  think,  for 
both  as  far  as  I  know.     That  is  my  best  recollection. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  is  your  recollection  as  to  tbe  action  which  the 
legislature  finallv  took^  based  upon  the  caucus  action } 

Mr.  Deneen.  In  which  case? 

Mr.  Healy.  In  any  and  every  case  bearing  on  these  questions  prior 
to  this  time  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  it  was  followed,  with  the  exception  of  the 
election  of  Mr.  Shurtleff  and  the  election  of  Senator  Hopkins.  I  do 
not  recall  any  other  exceptions. 

Mr.  Healt.  Is  it  true  that  at  any  time  during  the  senatorial 
deadlock  you  retarded  or  attempted  to  retard  in  any  way  the  elec- 
tion of  Sf^ator  Hopkins! 

Mr.  Deneen.  My  friends  and  I  postponed  the  election  of  Senator 
Hopkins,  or  some  of  th^n  did,  rather,  until  my  matter  was  settled 
in  reference  to  the  contest  on  March  17  or  18.  A  number  of  my 
fqends  felt  that  Senator  Hopkins's  friends  intended  to  join  and  put 
me  out  of  office,  not  with  his  approval,  and  I  think  against  bis  judg- 
m«it,  and  it  would  have  been  against  his  advice  if  CMisulted.  They 
felt  he  would  have  no  influence  with  those  men,  and  that  they  in- 
tended to  join  and  put  me  out  Some  of  them  were  nervous  about  it 
We  tried  to  get  them  to  ccsne  into  the  caucus.  Two  of  them  from 
Hyde  Park,  Senators  Jones  and  Hull,  refused  to  come  into  the  sen- 
atorial caucus,  because  they  believed  that  would  be  the  result.  I 
telephoned  to  those  men,  and  after  considerable  effort  induced  them 
to  come  into  the  caucus,  and  to  abide  by  it,  and  there  were  others  and 
they  abided  by  it,  I  understand.  In  any  event,  they  went  into  the 
caucus  and  voted  finally  for  Senator  Hopkins.  I  think  Senator 
Jones  changed  his  vote  a  number  of  times  and  voted  for  Mr.  Foss, 
but  some  of  the  more  active  men  felt  that  the  senatorial  matter 
should  not  be  settled  until  the  gubernatorial  matter  was  settled. 
They  were  interested  in  a  lot  of  legislation,  and  they  felt  the  matters 
should  be  settled  together,  and  I  think  some  of  th«n  remained  out 
for  that  reason. 

Senator  Gamble.  So,  had  it  not  been  for  the  conditions  in  regard 
to  your  electi(H),  had  that  element  not  entered  into  it,  then  Senator 
Hopkins,  in  cooperation  with  your  friends— friends  that  you  could 
control — could  have  been  elected! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  not  This  list  shows  very  clearly  that  he 
could  not  be  elected  by  Republican  votes. 

Senator  Gamble.  I  rather  misunderstood  you,  that  you  and  your 
friends  felt  like  deferring  until  after  your  matter  was  settled ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes.  they  did;  and  some  of  the  friends  who  assisted 
me  insisted  on  voting  for  Mr.  Foss,  and  were  willing  at  all  times  to 
vote  for  him,  when  he  could  be  elected  without  making  a  sacrifice 
by  chancing  the  entire  politics  of  the  State,  by  putting  me  out  and 
substituting  a  Democratic  governor.  Some  of  them  were  unduly 
alarmed.     As  I  stated  this  morning,  they  refused  even  to  have  the 
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senate  go  with  the  house  uxl  c&nTSSR  the  vote  for  seven  dars;  re- 
fused to  go,  notwithstanding  the  constitution  required  them  to  so, 
ind  when  uey  did  go  they  wont  on  the  understanding  that  t&y 
were  to  occupy  the  same  place,  but  not  be  in  joint  session ;  and  with 
that  understanding  they  went  in,  and  later  the  speaker  allowed  a 
man  to  file  a  contest — one  of  the  Democrats — ana  the  entire  sena- 
torial body  walked  out,  on  tJie  theory  that  they  were  occupying  the 
same  room — that  the  two  bodies  were  in  session  at  the  same  time — 
and  some  of  those  men  felt  that  the  senatorial  matter  should  not  be 
settled  until  my  matter  was  settled.  They  were  suspicious  about 
the  outcome. 

Senator  Gamble.  So  that  the  suspension  of  the  election  of  Senator, 
if  that  be  true,  was  independent  of  any  influence  or  suggestion  from 
you? 

Mr.  DeNsEN.  The  men  who  wa<e  friendly  to  me  went  into  the 
caucus  and  were  voting  for  Senator  Hopkins,  because  of  the  fact 
that  he  bad  received  a  plurality  at  the  primaries.  We  had  not  been 
of  the  same  faction  at  all.  In  fact,  Senator  Hopkins  had  opposed 
me  in  all  matters,  but  it  was  a  political  difference  and  not  a  per- 
sonal difference.  They  were  voting  for  him  because  of  the  fact  Uiat 
thev  expected  the  primary  law  to  be  declared  to  be  unconstitutional, 
ana  they  wanted  to  get  another  law.  Most  of  those  men  were  for 
the  primary  law  very  strong  and  were  acting  accordingly.  They  did 
not  want  to  sacrifice  everything  in  this  matter,  in  view  oi  the 
fact  that  several  men,  I  think  seven  or  eight,  who  were  Republicans 
and  who  were  supposed  to  be  under  the  influence  of  very  strcmg 
leaders  in  politics,  were  opposing  me. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  was  your  mental  attitude  with  reference  to  de- 
ferring the  election  of  United  States  Senator  until  after  the  guberna- 
torial contest? 

Mr,  Dbnben.  I  was  in  thvor  of  taking  prompt  action  at  first,  I 
thought  I  would  be  put  out,  and  then  when  it  became  apparent  that 
I  would  likely  not  be  they  let  the  matter  drift  along  until  this  was 
ended. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  attempt  in  any  way  to  influence  ttie  action  of 
any  of  the  house  or  senate  membere  along  that  line  J 

Mr.  Deneen.  Not  to  defer  it.  They  came  to  me  and  talked,  and 
we  let  them  talk,  and  discussed  the  matter.' 

Mr.  Hkaly.  Did  you  attempt  to  dissuade  those  gentlemen  from 
their  purpose  of  delaying? 

Mr.  Deneen.  We  discussed  it,  and  I  discussed  ^e  matter  with 
Senator  Hopkins  myself,  and  with  his  leaders  in  conference,  and 
the  matter  was  discussed  pro  and  con  along  those  lines.  We  ex- 
pected each  week  to  have  an  end  to  my  contest.  We  feJt  that  if  we 
could  force  the  issue  upon  the  contestants  to  specify,  that  would 
end  the  contest,  because  we  were  perfectly  willing  to  have  the  votes 
counted,  and  we  felt  that  the  case  would  fall  to  pieces  if  a  require- 
ment was  had  to  specify  the  complaint,  and  it  so  happened.  There 
were  no  specific  complaints  made. 

Mr.  Healt.  During  these  various  conferences  which  you  had  with 
Senator  Lorimer  in  the  early  part  of  1909,  was  Senator  Hopkins 
apprised  in  any  way  of  the  subject  matter  of  your  various  discus- 
sions ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  discussed  the  matter  with  him,  the  snbjert  tnatt«r 
that  we  were  discussing.  C  ( H 1 Q 1 C 


BEKATOB  FBOU  lUJNOIS.  1148 

Ur.  Healt.  Did  he  know  that  you  were  meeting  Mr.  Lorimer 
from  time  to  time  ? 

Mr.  DxNKBN.  I  think  he  did.  It  was  a  puUic  matter,  and  it  was 
diacnssed  in  the  pap«^  every  day. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  personally  discuss  the  matter! 

Mr.  Dekeen.  He  discussed  the  matter. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  discuss  with  him  the  sug^eation  wbioh  w«£ 
made  bv  these  other  gentlemen  with  reference  to  your  becoming 
B  candidate  for  United  States  Senator  f 

Mr.  Denben.  That  wag  discussed,  also. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  did  you  tell  Senator  Hopkins? 

Mr.  Deneek.  I  told  him  that  I  would  not  be  a  eaadidat& 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  see  Senator  Lorimer  on  the  36th  of  Mav, 

Mr.  Dbnxem.  I  met  him  after  he  waa  elected. 
}b.  Healt.  Did  you  meet  him  in  the  forenoon  of  that  dayf 
Mr.  Dbneen.  I  did  not. 
Mr.  Healt.  Or  prior  to  his  election  i 

Mr.  Demuin.  I  did  not  meet  him  that  day.  I  do  not  recall  ji>»t  'he 
time  I  met  him  preceding  that  d^. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  Confining  yourself  to  thut  particular  day,  did  you  see 
or  communicate  in  any  way  with  Senator  Ix>riiner  prior  to  his  elec- 
tion? 

Mr.  Denebn.  Kot  that  day ;  no^  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  Yod  did  not  call  hun  up  on  the  tel^ihonet 

Mr.  Denben.  No  ctMumunication  at  all. 

Mr.  Healt.  Or  he  called  you  up,  or  any  exchange  of  notes  or  let- 
ters, or  anything  of  that  sort  1 

Mr.  Dbnbbn.  N^one  whatever. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  say  you  saw  him  after  his  election  t 

Ur.  Deneen.  In  the  afternoon;  yes, 

Mr.  Healt.  What  time  of  day  did  you  see  him! 

Mr.  Demebn.  He  was  elected,  I  assume,  about  1  o'clock.  The  roll 
vas  called  about  12.  Assuming  that  to  be  the  cose,  I  think  I  met  him 
about  9. 

Mr.  Healt.  Where  did  you  meet  him! 

Mr.  Dbmbbh.  I  met  him  at  the  governor's  residence — the  manuon. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  was  said  when  you  and  he  met  on  that  occaskw ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  S^iator  and  his  sfm  called  upon  me  at  the  man- 
sion, and  Mr.  Thomas  J.  Healy,  of  the  sanitary  district  of  the  State, 
was  there,  Mr.  Lorimer  spoke  to  me  and  discussed  his  election  for  a 
moment  or  two.  I  congratulated  him  on  his  Section,  and  Senator 
Lorimer  spoke  about  hia  election — the  fact  that  he  had  aohieved  ihe 
iii^est  office  he  could  achieve,  because  he  was  bom  in  another  coun- 
try; that  he  had  reached  the  acme  of  power  in  so  far  as  office  confers 
power ;  and  that  he  wanted  to  "  wipe  the  slate,"  and  asked  me  not  to 
give  out  any  interviews  or  make  any  statements  that  might  be  em- 
oarrassing  thereafter  in  the  event  that  we  could  work  along  and  try 
U>  reconcUe  our  party  differences  in  Illinois.  He  stated  Uiat  he  in- 
tended to  talk  with  Mr.  Hbiman,  the  publisher  of  the  Inter-Ocean; 
with  Representative  Chiperfield,  I  think,  Mr,  Shurtleff,  Mr.  Shana- 
hin,  and  some  others  when  he  had  time  to  talk  with  them,  in  the 
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course  of  several  weeks,  and  see  if  the  fight  that  had  been  going  on 
for  so  long  in  Illinois  could  not  be  stopp^. 

Mr.  H^LY.  Did  he  express  at  that  time  any  gratitude  for  any 
action  or  any  position  which  you  might  have  tak^i  in  the  senatorial 
matter  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  At  that  time  he  said  that  if  I  had  gotten  out  and 
fought  him  hard  it  would  have  been  more  difficult  for  him  to  hare 
won. 

Mr.  Healt.  Was  anything  else  said  along  that  line? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  assume  something  else  was  said,  but  those  were  the 
points  discussed.  He  was  there  aw)ut  20  minutes,  I  think^^jr  prob- 
ably less;  not  longer. 

Mr,  Healy.  Do  you  remember  anything  else  that  he  or  you  said! 

Mr.  Deneen.  No  ;  that  is  the  sul^tance  of  the  matter,  I  think. 

Mr.  Healy.  When  did  you  meet  him  again  the  next  timeU 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  next  time  I  met  him  was  in  December  follow- 
ing, here  in  Washington. 

Mr.  Healy.  December,  1909? 

Mr,  Deneen.  It  would  be  1910,  I  think.  No;  let  me  see.  Yes; 
it  would  be  December,  1909.    That  was  it;  yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  was  the  occasion  of  your  meeting  him? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  was  here  attending  the  rivers  and  harbors  con- 
vention. 

Mr.  Healy.  He  was  here  interested  in  the  waterway  matter? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  here  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  discuss  anything  about  the  waterway  at  that 
time? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  we  discussed  the  waterway  chiefly — I  think 
nearly  entirely. 

Mr.  Healy.  Anything  else? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  anything  except  just  the  passing 
falk  of  the  day. 

Mr.  Healy.  Have  you  seen  him  since  that  time? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  saw  Mr.  Lorimer,  I  think,  the  next  time  at  St. 
Louis  at  the  waterway  convention,  if  I  remember  correctly,  last 
year. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  were  on  opposing  sides  of  the  waterway  ques- 
tion at  that  timsjas  you  always  nave  &en,  I  assume? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  we  were  on  opposing  sides. 

Mr.  Healy.  Have  ^ou  seen  him  since  that  time  t 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  not,  to  talk  with  him.  Let  me  see — yes;  I 
have  seen  him.  I  met  the  Senator  at  the  time  the  President  came 
out  to  Chicago,  a  year  ago  the  17th  of  last  March,  I  think.  I  do  not 
recall  definitely  how  many  times  I  have  met  him,  but  I  think  those 
are  all. 

Mr.  Healy.  At  any  of  these  conversations  or  meetings  which  you 
had  after  the  26th  of  May,  1909,  did  you  and  he  discuss  in  any  way 
his  election  to  the  United  States  Senate? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  not  I  know  we  did  not  in  March  a  year 
ago.  I  do  not  think  we  discussed  it  here  at  Washington.  I  have 
no  recollection  of  it  at  all. 

Mr,  Healy.  Did  you  discuss  anything  else  of  a  political  nature? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Nothing  of  importance  hut  the  attitude  of  the  Fed- 
eral Government  and  his  attitude  in  reference  to  our  waterway  mat- 
ters and  aome  bills  that  would  be  before  the  general  assembly. 
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Mr.  Healy.  In  these  conferences  which  you  had  with  Mr.  Lorimer 
in  the  year  1909,  during  the  senittorial  deadlock,  had  your  arrange- 
ments proceeded  to  such  an  extent  that  you  were  discussine  candi- 
dates or  political  policies  to  be  inaugurated  by  an  alliance  between 
you  and  him? 

Mr.  Dehzen.  No;  the  matter  was  purely  a  defensive  matter.  It 
was  not  even  to  eliminate  the  men  that  we  feared  might  dislodge  us 
and  all  those  associated  with  us.  No  candidate  was  discussed  for 
any  oflSce  in  the  future. 

Mr.  Healy,  These  meetings  which  you  held  with  him  were  always 
held  at  Springfield  t 

Mr.  Deneen.  My  recollection  is  that  all  of  them  occurred  there. 

Mr.  Healy.  Either  at  the  State  capitol,  in  your  office,  or  the  execu- 
tive mansion ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  we  met  nowhere  else.    I  am  sure  we  did  not. 

Mr.  Healy.  About  how  long  did  those  meetings  last.  Governor? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  quite  a  long  time.  The  fi^  time  the  Senator 
came  I  think  our  meeting  lasted  about  five  hours. 

Mr.  Healy,  Give  us  tne  length  of  any  other  meetings.  How  far 
did  they  run  into  the  night  or  morning? 

Mr.  Peneen.  The  Senator  came  over  there  at  5  o'clock,  and  we 
discussed  matters  until  dinner  time,  and  then  went  to  dinner,  and 
afterwards  he  went  home  to  his  hotel.  At  others  he  sometimes  called 
at  11  o'clock,  and  I  think  <mce  or  twice  after  12  at  night  at  the  man- 
sion. 

Mr.  Healy.  How  long  would  those  conferences  last? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Some  of  them  lasten  an  hour  or  two;  sMnetimea  he 
would  call  later.  It  is  my  habit  to  remain  at  the  office  until  11  o'clock 
at  ni^ht,  and  the  conferences  we  had  were  mostly  after  that,  although 
occasionally  he  called  at  the  office. 

Mr,  Healy.  Was  there  any  reason  for  arranging  the  conferences 
after  you  had  finished  your  work  or  business  at  the  office  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Not  at  all;  except  the  interruptions  that  constantly 
occurred  in  the  office.    There  was  no  secrecy  about  it. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  interruptions,  briefly,  do  you  refer  to? 

Mr.  Dbnebn.  The  current  business — men  calling.  It  is  a  busy 
office. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  know  Mr.  Brady,  who  is  now  a  member  of  the 
Illinois  senate,  do  you  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  know  him. 

Mr,  Healy.  And  you  knew  him  in  1909  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  have  any  talk  with  him  with  reference  to  his 
vote  for  Mr.  Shurtleff  for  speaker  of  the  Illinois  house? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  did ;  yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you,  in  that  conversation  or  in  any  conversation 
which  you  bad  with  hira,  say  to  him  that  if  he  voted  for  Mr.  Shurt- 
leff you  would  take  from  him  any  State  patronage  which  had  there- 
tofore been  bestowed  upon  him  by  you  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  ever  make  a  suggestion  or  intimation  of  that 
sort? 

Mr.  Deneen,  No  words  were  used  tiiat  could  possibly  convey  such 
a  suggestion  or  intimation. 

ogle 
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Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  make  any  Buch  threat  of  statement  to  any 
other  member  of  the  house  or  senate? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No  threat  or  insinuation.  I  think  the  only  time 
matters  in  that  line  were  discussed,  as  I  recall,  since  you  ask  the 
question,  was  this:  A  gentleman  who  was  formerly  a  commissioner 
of  the  Illinois  &  Michigan  Canal — a  Mr.  Snively — who  had  been 
commiseioner  for  years,  was  a  very  warm  friend  and  associate  of  Mr. 
Ghiperfield ;  and  Mr.  Chiperfield  had  been  candidate  for  speaker, 
and  wanted  me  and  our  friends  to  support  him.  I  urged  him  to  eo 
into  caucus  and  take  his  chances  in  the  caucus.  I  called  up  Mr. 
Snively  and  asked  him  to  urge  Mr.  Chiperfield  to  go  into  the  caucus. 
Mr.  Snively  became  very  much  excited,  and  tried  to  lead  me  to  state 
that  I  would  dismiss  him.  He  was  apparently  very  angry,  and  said 
that  my  calling  him  up  was  tantamount  to  telling  him  he  would 
have  to  support  Mr.  Chtperfidd  or  lose  certain  pEitronage.  I  told 
him  that  that  had  not  been  the  purpose,  and  that  it  was  plain  what 
he  intended  to  do,  and  that  he  was  trying  to  get  a  pretext  for  doing 
what  he  had  already  made  up  his  mind  to  do ;  that  I  was  calling  upon 
him  to  have  him  urge  his  fnend  to  go  into  a  caucus  where  the  whole 
administration's  life  depended  upon  his  action;  and  that  I  thought, 
in  view  of  the  length  of  time  he  had  been  associated  with  me,  uiat 
he  ought  to  do  that  and  he  ought  to  do  it  as  a  Republican;  and  there 
was  some  talk  ov«*  the  telephone.  That  is  the  only  conversation  that 
I  had  anywhere  where  patronage  was  mentioned,  to  the  best  of  my 
recollection. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  remember  a  telephone  conversation,  Gov- 
ernor, which  you  had  on  the  morning  of  May  26,  1909,  with  Mr. 
Edward  Hines,  of  the  Edward  Hines  Lumber  Co.? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  remember  a  talk  I  had  on  that  day. 

Mr.  Healt.  Where  were  you  when  you  received  that  telephone 
communication } 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  was  in  my  office  at  the  capitol. 

Mr.  Healt.  In  Springfield  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  In  Springfield ;  yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Healy.  Did  you  know  Mr.  Edward  Hines? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  knew  him;  yes.    I  had  met  him. 

Mr.  Healy.  At  that  timei 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes, 

Mr.  Healy.  How  long  had  you  known  him* 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  was  introduced  to  Mr.  Hines,  I  think,  for  the  first 
time  at  Memphis,  at  the  Country  Club,  at  the  time  President  Roose- 
velt went  to  Memphis.  I  went  with  a  party  of  governors.  I  know 
I  was  introduced  to  him  at  that  time,  and  that  is  the  first  distinct 
recollection  I  have  of  our  acquaintance. 

Mr.  Healt.  When  was  that  with  reference  to  May  26, 1909  ? 

Mr.  Healt,  I  do  not  recall  whettier  it  was  four  years  ago  or 
three;  but  it  can  easily  be  fixed.  Let  me  see;  I  think  that  was  three 
years  ago,  or  four— three  or  four. 

Mr,  Healt.  After  the  meeting  with  Mr.  Hines  in  Memphis,  had 
you  ever  seen  or  talked  with  him  a^in  up  to  the  26th  of  May,  1909! 

Mr.  Deneex.  I  do  not  recall  having  talked  with  him  after  that. 

Mr,  Healt.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  having  seen  him  on  any 
other  occasion  except  that  one? 
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Mr.  Denesn.  Xo  distinct  recollection.  I  may  have  met  him  at  the 
Union  Lea^e  Club.  He  is  there,  and  I  go  there  occasionally,  or  go 
there  regularly.  But  I  do  not  recall  any  talk — nothing  more  than 
happening  to  meet  him  and  passing  the  time. 

\fr,  HJ^LT.  What  time  in  the  morning  did  this  telephone  talk  take 
place f 

Mr.  Denebn.  I  do  not  know  definitely;  but  it  -was  after  I  had 
finished  my  mail,  and  I  can  fis  it  beet  by  saying  it  was  after  10 
o'clock.  I  think  it  must  have  been  at  that  time,  because  the  mail 
usually  required,  with  interruptions,  about  an  hour  or  an  hour  and  a 
half. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  Will  you  tell  the  ctMomittee  what  was  said  at  that  time 
by  Mr.  Hines  and  by  yourself  ? 

Mr.  Denxen.  Mr.  Hines  called  me  up  and  asked  me  whether  I  had 
received  a  message  from  the  President — President  Taft — in  reference 
to  Senator  Lonmer.  He  stated  that  President  Taft  had  sent  a 
message  to  me  to  support  Senator  Lorimer,  and  asked  me  if  I  had 
received  the  message.  I  told  him  so.  He  said:  "Well,  President 
Taft  has  sent  the  message,  and  I  intended  to  come  down  myself.  I 
have  juet  arrived,  this  morning,  in  Chicago";  and  my  best  recol- 
lecticHi  is  that  he  stated  that  his  train  was  late,  had  a  five  minutes' 
connection,  and  the  Pennsylvania  train  had  missed  connections.  But, 
in  any  event,  he  said  that  he  had  intended  to  come,  and  did  not 
come,  could  not  come;  and  he  said  Presidmt  Taft  had  sent  that 
messa£;e  to  me,  and  I  would  get  it  I  said :  "  Did  President  Taft 
send  tHat  message  tome!  Did  ne  tell  you!  "  He  said,  "  No."  I  said, 
"That  is  a  rather  remarkable  messa^  to  send."  He  said,  "Well, 
he  is  to  send  it  through  Senator  Aldnch."  He  said,  "  Of  course  the 
President  would  not  send  a  meseage  to  you  on  such  a  matter  where  it 
would  become  a  public  matter;  but  Senator  Aldrich  is  to  convey  the 
message  to  you."  I  said,  "Through  whom?  "  He  said,  "  Mr.  Geoiige 
Eeynolds,  of  the  CMitinental-Commercial  Bank,  wiU  call  up  and 
deliver  the  message."  I  said,  "  Very  well."  The  telephone  was  hung 
up,  and  that  end^  it. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  Mr.  Beynolds  subsequently  talk  with  you  about 
the  matter! 
Mr.  Denebn.  He  never  did,  no.     No  message  came. 
Mr.  He-^ly.  Was  anybody  present  in  your  office  in  the  State  capitol 
fit  the  time  this  telephone  messnge  was  received  ? 

Mr,  Deseen.  I  think  Mr.  Hitch  was  there,  and-Mr,  Chapman,  and 
Mr.  Fred  Potter,  who  is  the  suijerintendent  of  the  insurance  depart- 
ment of  the  capitol ;  and  there  were  other  men  there.     The  office  is 
usually  full.     But  I  do  not  recall  them.     I  know  I  was  talking  with 
those  men, 
Mr.  Healy.  What  were  you  talking  with  them  about! 
Mr,  Deneen,  I  was  discussing  with  them.  Mr.  Hitch  and  Mr.  Chap- 
man, the  senatorial  election. 
Mr.  Healy.  And  discussing  the  candidacy  of  Mr.  Hopkins! 
Mr,  Deneen.  Discussing  the  fact  that  they  thought,  at  that  time, 
Mr.  Lorimer  would  win.     That  day  it  was  the  general  impression 
that  he  would  win. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  tell  Mr.  Hines  on  that  occasion  that  you  would 
n#sist  Mr.  Lorimer! 
Mr.  Deneen.  I  did  not. 
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Mr;  Healy.  Did  yoii  tell  hini  that  you  would  see  Mr.  Liorimer 
within  a  few  minutes,  or  within  10  minutest 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  did  not,  nor  was  it  mentioned. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  Mr.  Lorimer  see  you  that  morning,  or  commu- 
nicate with  you  in  any  way? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  did  not.  He  saw  me  first,  as  I  stated,  about  2 
o'clock. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  recognize  Mr.  Hines's  voice  on  the  telephone 
that  morning? 

Mr.  Dbneen.  No.  I  did  not  recognize  his  voice.  I  had  not  suffi- 
cient acquaintance  with  him  to  know  his  voice. 

Mr.  Healy,  Was  there  any  question  or  discussion  between  you  and 
him  with  reference  to  the  identity  of  the  person  who  was  talking 
with  you? 

Mr.  Denixn.  I  do  not  recall  any  such  at  all.  I  do  not  think  any 
such  occurred.    That  is  my  best  judgment. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  recall  that  you  said  to  him,  "  I  do  not  recog- 
nize your  voice.    Raw  am  I  to  know  you  are  Mr.  Hinesf  " 

Mr.  Deneen.  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  that  he  replied,  in  substance, "  I  am  talking  from 
the  Continental  Bank,  and  I  will  call  Mr.  Reynolds,  whom  you  Know, 
and  have  him  identify  me?  " 

Mr.  Dbneen.  I  have  no  recollecti<m  whatever  of  such  a  stat^nent. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  then  did  you  say,  in  substance, "  That  is  not  Deces- 
■  sary  now,  Mr.  Hines;  I  now  recognize  your  voice?  " 

Mr.  Deneen.  Not  at  alL  That  would  not  refresh  my  recoUection 
of  a  man's  voice — to  refer  to  another  man.  It  does  not  occur  to  me 
that  it  would.  I  have  no  recollection  whatever  of  any  such  matter  at 
all.  The  message  that  was  delivered  was  an  answer  to  that.  I 
doubted,  personally,  whether  Mr.  Hines  was  telephoning.  I  received 
all  sorts  of  communications  and  advice  from  Afferent  m«i  on  the 
telephone;  and  I  just  accepted  it  as  one  of  those  statements  that  came 
in,  like  anonymous  letters. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  had  no  communication  prior  to  that  time,  at  that 
time,  or  afterwards,  with  Senator  Aidrich  f 

Mr.  Deneen.  To  my  best  recollection,  I  never  saw  S^ator  Aidrich. 
I  have  no  recollection  whatever  of  ever  having  met  him. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  know  him  now  t 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  ao  not  know  him  at  all. 

Senator  Kenton.-  Did  you  ever  hear  from  him? 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  never  heard  from  him  so  far  as  I  know.  To  my 
best  recollection  I  never  had  any  communication  with  him  of  any 
character.  It  is  possible  that  in  the  matter  of  gathering  information 
from  committees  it  may  have  come  in  with  the  mails — -we  get  a  large 
mail;  but  I  have  no  recollection  of  ever  having  received  any  com- 
munication from  him,  and  on  the  contra^,  I  thmk  I  never  did. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  ever  hear  from  President  Taft  on  the  sub- 
ject? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Not  on  this  subject;  no — not  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Healy.  Was  anything  said  in  that  conversation  about  Mr. 
Hines  coming  down  to  Sprmgfield  and  bringing  with  him  all  the 
money  that  was  necessary  to  bring  about  the  election  of  Mr.  Lorimer  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No  reference  whatever  was  made  to  money  matters 
by  the  gentleman  that  talked  with  me. 
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Mr.  H&U.T.  Or  any  suggestion  about "  go  ahead  now  and  elect  Mr. 
Lorimer,  and  leave  no  stone  unturned  1 " 

Mr.  E^EBN.  Nothing  at  all. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  are  familiar  with  the  testimony  given  by  Mr. 
Cook  at  Springfield  and  here^  are  you  not,  in  a  general  way  1 

Mr.  Deneem.  No.  I  read  it  in  a  general  way;  I  intended  reEiding 
it  before  coming  over  here,  but  I  could  not  g«t  to  it  last  night.  I 
just  read  the  hwdlines. 

Senator  Kebn.  You  said  just  now  that  you  had  not  heard  from 
Mr.  Taft  about  that  subject  at  that  time.  Did  you  hear  ft«m  Mr. 
Taft  on  that  subject  at  any  other  timef 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  care  to  repeat  the  conversation  I  had  with 
the  President  unless  he  is  to  appear  here. 

Senator  Kebk.  I  just  asked  you  whether  you  had  s  conversation 
with  him, 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  should  prefer  to  be  excused  from  that  for  obvious 
reasons,  Senator.  If  he  is  to  appear  as  a  witness,  I  would  just  as 
soon  make  a  statement,  but  I  do  not  want  to  be  the  means  of  forcing 
him  to  testify  or  testify  for  him. 

Senator  I^ern.  No;  I  do  not  ask  you  what  was  said. 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  was  mentioned  afterwards;  yes. 

Senator  Keen.  That  is  what  I  want 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  was  discussed. 

Senator  Kern.  That  is  the  only  thing  I  aak  ^ou ;  not  what  was  said. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  was  very  careful  to  avoid  implicating  him  in  this 
matter. 

Senator  Kebk.  There  was  nothing  before  that  timet 

Mr.  Deneen.  Nothing  whatever;  no. 

Senator  Kern.  You  have  talked  with  the  President  about  it  since? 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  might  have  been  discussed  twice. 

Senator  Jones.  Governor,  I  do  not  know  whether  I  understood 
you  or  not.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  Mr.  Hines  said  the  mes- 
sage would  come  to  you  through  Senator  Aldrich. 

Mr.  Deneen.  My  recollection  is  that  the  message  was  to  come  :from 
the  President;  that  he  had  given  the  message  to  Senator  Aldrich, 
and  that  Senator  Aldrich  was  authorized  to  communicate  it  to  me, 
and  that  the  message  would  be  delivered  to  me  by  Mr.  Reynolds,  of 
the  Continental-Commercial  National  Bank. 

Senator  Jones.  That  was  what  I  wanted  to  know, 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  is  my  recollection. 

Senator  Kenton.  The  message  was  to  go  from  Senator  Aldrich 
fo  Mr.  Reynolds? 

Mr.  Deneen.  To  Mr.  Reynolds. 

Senator  Kenton.  And  then  to  be  telephoned  to  youf 

iSi.  Deneen.  To  me. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  he  say  when  you  could  expect  that  message? 

Mr,  Deneen.  He  did  not  say ;  no. 

Senator  Kenton.  Had  Mr.  Hines  been  active  in  Illinois  politics? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Not  in  the  way  of  attending  conventions.  I  think 
be  is  very  friendly  to  Senator  Lorimer,  but  I  do  not  know  how  active 
he  has  been  in  local  politics.  I  think  he  had  considerable  influence 
as  a  man  of  standing. 

Senator  Kbnyoh.  Did  this  strike  you  as  a  peculiar  message  at  the 
time? 
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Mr.  Dbnben.  It  did ;  it  seemed  very  peculiar  to  me.  I  thought  it 
was  a  very  peculiar  message. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  you  refer  to  it  to  these  g^tienien  that  were  in 
your  office  at  the  time? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall.  I  discussed  the  matter  with  one  of 
th^n  since — Mr.  Potter,  I  think — a  few  days  ago.  He  thought  I  did, 
but  I  do  not  recall  the  matter.  It  was  just  in  a  hurry;  the  office  was 
full  of  people  all  the  time,  and  everything  moving  along  lively,  and 
we  did  not  sit  down  most  of  the  time.  We  were  working  right 
through.  The  matter  was  not  such  a  matter  as  needed  tol>e  dis- 
cussed.   The  facts  are  an  answer  to  it. 

Senator  Kenton.  At  that  time  you  were  satisfied  that  Mr.  Lorimer 
was  going  to  be  elected  Senator? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  yes. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Before  that? 

Mr.  Dbnebn.  Yes. 

Swiator  Kenton,  Did  Mr.  Hines  say  in  this  message  that  the 
President  wanted  Mr.  Lorimer  elected? 

Mr.  Deneen.  If  I  recollect  it  correctly,  the  President  was  to  au- 
thorize Senator  Aldrich  to  convey  a  meesage  to  me  through  Mr. 
Keynolds,  stating  that  the  President  desired  Mr.  Lorimer  elected. 

Senator  Kenton.  When  did  you  come  to  the  contdusion  ttiat  Mr. 
Lorimer  would  be  elected? 

Mr.  Denben.  Senator  Chapman  told  me  that  We  canvasaed  the 
votes  of  certain  Democrats  that  I  thought  would  not  vote  for  him  and 
certain  Republicans  that  I  thought  would  not  vote  toe  the  Senatw, 
and  without  those  he  could  not  win ;  and  he  stated  that  they  did  in- 
tend voting  for  him,  and  that  they  had  so  told  him. 

Senator  Ksnton.  When  did  he  tell  you  that) 

Mr.  DeN£en.  He  told  me  that  that  morning.  I  think  one  of  ^em 
was  Mr.  Tippitt,  who  lived  in  his  district,  but  who  belonged  to  the 
<^posite  party.  I  am  not  sure,  but  I  think  Mr.  Tippitt  was  the  nun 
who  told  Senator  Chapman :  "A  very  large  number  of  Democrats  are 
going  to  vote  for  Senator  Lorimer,  end  ne  has  enough  to  elect  him, 
and  we  are  gcang  to  vote  to-day." 

Senator  I&nton,  Was  there  any  talk  of  any  corruption  at  that 
tJmef 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  that  we  went  into  that.  He  said :  "  It 
is  flH  over,  and  we  are  going  to  vote,  and  he  is  going  to  be  elected." 

Senator  Kenton.  Wan  there  not  surprise  expressed? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Very  great  surprise  that  ao  many  Democrats  would 
vote  for  him. 

Senator  Kenton.  Was  there  no  talk  about  the  reason  for  their 
voting? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  think  we  went  into  the  matter.  I  think  we 
were  pretty  cautious  about  it.  We  did  not  go  into  it  at  alL  It  was 
the  end  of  a  nasty  conflict.  It  was  not  discus.^ed  to  a  very  great 
extent. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Did  vou  talk  afterwards  with  different  members 
of  the  legislature  about  ttie  election  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  When  ? 

Senator  Kenton.  After  the  election, 

Mr.  Deneen.  After  the  26th? 

Senator  Kenton.  Yes.  sir. 


sdbyGOOglc 


SENATOR  FBOH   ILIANOIB.  1161 

Mr.  I>ENEEN.  It  has  been  the  subject  matter  of  discussion,  but  I  do 
not  recall  any  particular  time  when  it  was  spoken  of.  If  you  want 
to  refresh  my  memoir 

Seoator  Kenton.  Have  you  talked  with  any  of  them  who  told  you 
as  to  their  knowledge  of  the  use  of  any  improper  influences} 

Mr.  DxNEBif.  I  talked  with  Mr.  Eieckemeyer,  who  came  to  me  in 
reference  to  resigning,  and  he  discussed  the  matter  very  briefly  as  to 
whether  he  should  resign. 

Senator  Kenton.  \Vas  that  before  or  after  his  confession } 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  that  was  after  his  confession.  I  know  it  was 
after  his  confession.  He  came  to  me  to  ask  me  whether  he  should 
resign. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  he  resign? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  he  did  not  resign. 

The  Chairman.  That  was  the  year  afterwards! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  any  other  members  of  the  legislature  con- 
vey to  you  any  information  as  to  corruption? 

Mr.  Denbbn.  No  definite  information;  no;  as  I  recall  it  now.  I 
do  not  recall  any  definite  information.     It  does  not  occur  to  me  now. 

Senator  Futtcher.  Were  there  rumors  of  corruption  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  matter  was  discussed. 

Senator  FusTCHiCB.  Was  it  general,  wideejiread,  or  otherwise? 
Some  people  have  intimated  that  the  whole  air  was  full  of  rumio^  of 
corruption  At  that  linte.    ^V~as  t)tat  the  situation ! 

Mr.  Denken,  That  is  my  impression  of  the  situation. 

Senator  FletcAer.  Was  that  to  at  the  time  the  electitm  took  place? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Right  afterwards.  The  thing  that  aroused  the  dis- 
cussion was  the  fact  that  so  large  a  number  of  D^nocrats  should  go 
over,  and  especially  two  factions  at  once,  and  vote  for  a  Republican 
Senator. 

Senator  Fletcher.  When  did  you  issue  tlie  certificate  of  election  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not,  recall,  bub  it  was  prepared  by  the  secretary 
of  state  and  brought  to  me,  I  think,  shortly  thereafter.  I  think  he 
brought  it  in  very  shortly  thereafter,  but  I  am  not  sure. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Did  the  fact  of  all  these  rumors  of  corruption 
have  any  weight  with  you  at  all  in  connection  with  signing  the  cer- 
tificate of  election  t 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  could  not  prevent  signing  it.  It  was  a  ministerial 
act. 

SmatoT  Kenton.  I  do  not  understand  that  you  were  the  judge  of 
his  election  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  no.  I  could  not  judge  as  to  it  It  was  purely  a 
ministerial  act. 

Senator  Jones.  Had  you  heard  of  the  use  of  any  money  before  the 
election,  or  of  any  money  that  was  available  for  use  in  connection 
with  the  senatorial  election? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  no.  Oh,  you  mean  in  reference  to  Mr.  Lorimer, 
do  you,  or  do  you  mean  generally  ? 

Senator  Jones.  Yes. 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  heard  the  rumor  that  was  circulated  around  about 
Senator  Hopkins,  about  the  $30,000  that  was  brought  c«i  to  buy  some 
Democratic  votes  for  him;  that  was  talked  about. 

Senator  Gamble.  When  was  that  J 
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Mr.  Den^n.  I  do  not  recall  just  when  that  was.  I  tried  to  re- 
fresh my  recollection  W  looking  back  into  the  newspapers.  I  think 
it  was  published,  but  I  could  not  find  it.  I  had  Dot  time  to  get  it 
myself.  That  was  published  at  the  time  and  it  was  circulated 
around  among  those  who  had  information. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  you  hear  of  any  talk  of  any  other  fund  that 
was  available  for  the  senatorial  election? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  that  was  tiie  (mly  one  that  I  heard  dis- 
cussed at  the  time.  I  never  heard  of  any  in  connection  with  the 
Senator. 

The  Chairman.  Governor,  yoo  referred  to  a  conversation  you 
had  with  Mr.  Lorimer  when  he  told  you  that  he  thought  tJiat  Mr. 
Shurtleff  would  be  elected? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yea. 

The  Chairman.  And  that  the  Democrats  would  be  for  him? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  And  your  reply  was,  in  substance,  "AVhy  don't 
you  take  the  election?     You  are  a  power!" 

At  that  time,  was  there  any  talk  about  corruption,  or  of  Demo- 
crats having  beoi  bought! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  n(5  think  so.  I  am  not  sure  whether  that  rumor 
regarding  the  money  that  was  brought  down  to  Senator  Hopkins 
had  been  made  public  or  not.  I  had  no  means  of  fixing  the  dat«  of 
those  matters. 

The  Chaibuan.  If  there  was  any  reason  for  talk  about  corrup- 
tion, why  was  there  not  as  much  reason  at  that  time,  when  it  was 
said  the  Democrats  were  all  going  to  vote  for  Shurtleff,  as  there 
was  afterwards  when  they  voted  for  Lorimer? 

Mr.  Deneen.  You  mean  for  Senator? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Nothing  was  discussed  about  that.  I  had  my  own 
judgment  as  to  that. 

The  Chairman.  Why  should  you  assume,  if  that  was  the  case, 
that  Lorimer  would  be  more  eRsHy  elected,  because  he  was  mote  of 
a  power,  while  Shurtleff  was  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  thought  that  he  was  the  power  and  that  he  was 
the  controlling  force  in  the  organization. 

The  Chairman.  You  sav  tnere  was  no  talk  at  that  time  of  the 
Democrats  being  purchased? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  not  about  having  money  for  Shurtleff. 

The  Chairman.  Was  there  not  just  as  much  reason  for  it  then  as 
afterwards,  when  they  voted  for  Senator  Lorimer? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  reasons  for  voting  for  Shurtleff  I  assumed  to  be 
these:  He  had  entire  control  of  the  organization  of  the  House.  It 
was  a  bipartisan  affair.  He  had  the  facilities  for  transacting  busi- 
ness, and  had  a  great  many  of  them  under  obligation  to  him. 
Whether  or  not  he  was  a  bona  fide  candidate  or  not  I  do  not  know.  I 
could  not  see  on  what  possible  theory  they  would  support  him,  ex- 
cept for  the  fact  that  they  appreciated  the  power  conferred  by  him 
upon  them  as  members  of  the  house;  although  it  may  have  been  a 
personal  matter. 

The  Chairman,  You  did  conceive  that  Mr.  Lorimer  was  a  man 
of  great  power? 
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Mr.  Deneen.  Far  greater  power  than  Speaker  Shurtleff,  I 
thought. 

The  Chaibhan.  And  that  the  votes  would  more  naturally  go  to 
him  I 

Mr.  Dbneen.  Y«s.  I  thou^t  with  Shurtleff's  power  back  of 
him  he  could  be  elected;  that  if  he  could  elect  Shurtleff,  he  could 
elect  himself. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  tou  think  that  Senator  Lorimer  had  ac- 
quired his  power  and  influence  by  the  use  of  money? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  not  in  the  l^slature,  no;  or  elsewhere,  as  far 
as  I  know. 

Senator  Ga'uble.  When  the  suggestions  were  made  to  you  that  you 
be  a  candidate  at  that  time,  you  did  not  believe  that  your  friends, 
the  Band  of  Hope,  would  vote  for  you,  did  you? 

Mr.  Deneen,  No :  I  do  not  think  they  would  have  voted  for  me. 

Senator  Kern.  Why? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Because  I  would  not  have  advised  them  to  vote  for 
me.    They  could  not  afford  to  vote  for  me,  and  I  could  not  accept  it. 

Senator  Kern.  They  knew  these  interests  wanted  to  get  rid  of  you! 

Mr.  Dbneen.  Of  course. 

Senator  Gamble.  When  the  suggestion  was  made  that  there  was  a 
certain  element  of  the  Republicans  that  would  vote  for  you,  and 
Pemocrats,  that  was  the  propoEfition,  was  it  not,  or  the  suggestion  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  When  the  matter  was  put  to  me  I  made  no  inquiry 
of  the  specific  men  as  to  what  thCT  would  do.  The  talk  that  was 
had  with  me,  I  think,  was  confined  largely  to  Senator  Lorimer  and 
Senator  Curtis.  I  think  there  were  others  who  spoke  to  me,  hut  I 
do  not  recall  just  who  they  were. 

Senator  Gamble.  If  you  could  have  been  elected,  you  would  neces- 
sarily have  had  to  secure  the  votes  of  the  Republicans  who  voted  for 
Shurtleff  as  speaker,  would  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  would ;  yea. 

Senator  Gamble.  And,  in  addition  to  that,  Democratic  votes? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes.  If  the  Band  of  Hope,  so  termed,  refused  to 
vote  for  me,  it  would  have  been  necessary  to  have  had  a  large  number 
of  Democratic  votes. 

Senator  Gamble.  But  you  did  not  expect  the  Band  of  Hope  to 
vote  for  yout 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  no.  In  fact,  I  was  opposed  to  their  voting  for 
me.  So  far  as  I  know,  no  member  of  that  faction  discussed  the  mat- 
ter until  Mr.  Sollitt  callod  this  conference,  although  I  may  have  been 
mistaken. 

Senator  Gamble.  You  were  assured  of  the  fact  by  certain  parties 
that  you  could  be  elected  by  a  CMubination  of  the  Republicans  who 
voted  for  and  elected  Shurtleff  in  addition  to  these  Democratic 
votes? 

Mr,  Deneen.  It  was  discussed  before  me,  by  men  who  would  be 
OMning  in,  and  we  wotild  run  over  the  matter — the  remarkable  situa- 
tion ^ere  it  was  exceedingly  doubtful  whether  I  could  be  governor, 
and  yet  verv  likely  that  I  could  be  Senator.  That  looked  rather  odd. 
That  was  discussed. 

Senator  Gamble.  That  preceded  about  the  18th  of  March? 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  preceded  that  time,  some  of  it.  and  went  on  a 
little  later.     In  fact,  it  was  a  matter  of  public  notice,  and  I  have 
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copies  of  editorialB  from  the  Tribune  of  Chic^o  here,  that  they 
were  trying  to  frighten  me  by  this  contest  regarding  my  seat  as  gov- 
ernor, to  force  me  to  take  the  other  office.  It  was  a  matter  of  public 
comment  in  the  Tribune. 

Mr.  Healt.  Your  position  was  also  reported  in  the  Chicago  Inter- 
Ocean  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  had  seen  it  in  the  Chicago  Inter-Ocean,  yea;  the 
same,  practically.    I  have  copies  here  from  the  Inter-Ocean. 

Mr.  HEALr.  It  was  there  clearly  indicated  that  you  were  not  a 
candidate  for  Senator ! 

Mr.  Denben.  It  was  clearly  indicated;  yea. 

Mr,  Healv.  When  did  you  first  hear  that  any  member  of  the  Illi- 
nois House  was  going  to  expose  any  corrupt  methods  in  the  matter 
of  the  election  of  a  miited  States  Senator » 

Mr.  Dbnebk.  I  heard  it,  I  think,  in  Septemberor  August  of  1910. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  mean  1910  or  1&09! 

Mr.  Dbneem.  I  think  it  was  1910.     I  am  not  i^ure  of  that. 

Mr.  Healt.  Assuming,  Governor,  that  the  ^Vhite  c<Hifessioii  was 
published  on  the  30th  of  April,  1910,  what  do  you  say  with  reference 
to  the  date?     Was  it  before  the  confession  or  after? 

Mr.  Dbnebn.  It  was  before  the  confession.  The  first  intimation 
that  I  had  that  a  man  intended  to  confess,  who  was  a  member  of  the 
legislature,  came  to  me  from  Edwin  R.  Wright,  chairman  of  the 
Federation  of  Labor  of  Illinois.  He  talked  with  me  About  it  in  my 
office. 

Mr.  Healt.  Was  that  an  appointive  position  f 

Mr,  Denebn.  No  ;  he  ia  elected  1^  the  delegates. 

Mr.  Healt.  He  is  not  connected  with  the  State  administntitm  in 
any  wavt 

Mr,  ttiNEEN.  He  was  a  ccHnmissioner  appointed  by  me  to  prepare 
the  workmen's  compensation  law.  They  had  an  equal  number  of 
employees  and  employers,  and  we  let  the  labor  men  select  theirs  and 
the  employers  select  theirs.  I  consulted  with  him  as  to  the  men  to 
be  selected.    He  was  on  that  commission. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  the  labor  men  indicated  Mr.  Wright? 

Mr.  Deneex.  Yes;  he  was  chairman  of  the  Federation  of  Labor. 

Mr,  Healy.  What  did  Mr,  Wright  say  in  regard  to  that  matter! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Mr,  Wright  saia  that  a  member  of  the  house  in- 
tended to  make  a  confession  aiiont  the  jack  pot,  and  that  he  was 
preparing  an  article — he  was  not  sure  whether  it  would  be  in  the 
form  of  a  book  or  an  article  for  one  of  the  magazines— in  reference 
to  the  exposures  of  the  jack  pot,  and  that  he  intended  to  tell  every- 
thing he  knew  about  the  corruption  of  the  legislatnre.  involving 
everything  and  everybody. 

Senator  Kenton.  How  lar^  a  book  was  that  to  be? 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  was  not  discussed.  It  was  just  a  passing  matter. 
He  did  not  discuss  how  large  a  book  it  was.  and  did  not  menti<Hi  the 
•  man's  name. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  did  you  say.  Governor? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  asked  him  whether  the  man  intended  to  tell  every- 
thing he  knew,  or  whether  it  was  purely  a  blackmailing  scheme. 

Mr.  Healy.  Was  there  anything  els©  said  ? 

Mr.  Deneen,  No. 

Mr.  Healt.  The  identity  of  this  man  was  not  disclosed  at  that 
time? 
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Mr.  Deneen.  It  was  not  disclosed  at  all. 

Mr.  Healt.  When  was  the  next  time  you  talked  with  anybody 
about  that  matter? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  next  time  was  the  night  before  President  Taft 
was  in  Chicago  for  the  St.  Patrick's  Day  celebration;  the  16th  of 
March  following. 

Mr.  Healt.  This  was  <hi  the  16th  of  March,  1910?  With  whom 
did  you  talk? 

Mt.  Densen.  I  talked  with  Mr.  Keeley,  the  managing  editor  of 
the  Chicago  Tribune. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  was  said  by  him  and  by  you  ( 

Mr.  Denien.  Mr.  Keeley  called  me  on  the  phone  and  asked  for  an 
appointment.  He  was  very  anxious  to  meet  me;  asked  me  if  I  would 
not  come  up  and  give  him  an  opportunity  to  present  some  matters 
of  very  greit  importance.  I  went  up  to  Chicago  on  the  afternoon 
train  and  met  him  that  evening, 

Mr.  Healt.  Where  did  you  meet  him  i 

Mr.  Deneen.  At  the  La  Salle  Hat^. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  did  you  talk  about? 

Mr.  Dene£?i.  We  talked  about  an  article  that  had  been  submitted 
to  him  in  reference  to  the  exposures  of  corruption  in  the  general 
assembW  of  our  State, 

Mr.  Healt.  Tell  us  iust  exactly  what  Mr.  Keeley  said  and  what 
you  said,  as  you  recall  it. 

Mr.  DiiNK*)*.  Mr.  Keeley  stated  that  a  member  of  the  house  of 
representatives  who  was  a  labor  agitator,  I  think  he  termed  it,  a  man 
who  represented  the  labor  interests,  had  made  a  confession  and 
signed  a  statement;  and  if  1  recollect  correctly,  that  the  story  had 
been  submitted  to  the  Tribune,  and  that  the  Tribune  had  submitted 
it  to  the  state's  attorney  of  Cook  County,  Mr.  Weyman,  for  examina- 
tion, and  that  Mr.  Weyman  was  examining  it,  and  that  they  intended 
to  publish  it  later,  after  Mr.  Weyman  had  had  an  opportunity  to 
investigate  it  and  pass  upon  its  criminal  features;  that  he  wanted 
to  give  him  an  opportunity  to  connect  up  with  his  evidence  before  it 
was  exposed  and  oefore  opportunity  could  be  given  to  destroy  the 
chances  to  get  testimony  in  reference  to  it. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  he  tell  you  on  that  occasion  the  nature  of  the 
exposal 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  said  that  it  involved  the  jack  pot  and  the  senator- 
ship,  and  everything  else. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  ne  go  into  details? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Ko  ;  except  he  went  into  the  details  in  a  general  way. 
He  said  that  the  man  had  gone  around  Michigan,  and  traveled  over 
Michigan  with  some  of  the  active  leaders  of  the  legislature,  and  that 
they  had  had  a  rather  unusual  trip  through  Michigan,  and  had  been 
going  over  the  State  spending  the  money,  and  he  knew  the  whole 
story.  He  told  me  some  of  uie  incidents  and  laughed  at  what  an 
article  it  would  make ;  and  he  said  the  whole  thing  was  to  be  exposed, 
and  that  the  matter  was  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Weyman,  if  I  recollect 
it  correctly,  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Healt,  Did  he  indicate  to  you  at  that  time  the  identity  of 
the  persons  who  were  involved  in  the  matter? 

i/Lr.  Deneen.  I  asked  him  who  the  man  was,  and  he  said  it  was  a 
confidential  matter;  that  he  was  a  labor  man.  P  ^  a  il  > 
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Mr.  Hbaly.  Had  you  ever  heard  the  name  mentioned  in  connection 
with  the  matter  before  that  time  t 

Mr.  Denben.  No;  the  name  was  never  mentioned. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  know  Charles  A.  White? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  have  no  recollection  of  ever  having  met  him ;  but 
he  states  that  two  years  before  he  was  a  member  of  the  legislature, 
he  called  on  me  with  a  body  of  men  at  one  time,  and  I  presume  he 
did,  but  I  have  no  recollection  of  ever  having  met  him,  and  do  not 
know  him  by  sisht. 

Mr.  Healy.  When  did  you  first  learn  that  Mr.  White  was  the  man 
who  was  making  this  confession ) 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  first  knowledge  I  had  that  Mr.  White  was  the 
man  who  had  confessed  was  the  morning  of  the  publication  in  the 
Chicago  Tribune. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  What  time  of  the  morning  did  you  receive  that  in- 
formation ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Shortly  after  midnight. 

Mr.  Healt.  From  whom  did  you  receive  it? 

Mr.  Deneen.  From  Mr.  Keeley,  of  tiie  Tribune. 

Mr.  Healy.  Where? 

Mr.  Deneen.  In  his  office. 

^Ir.  Healt.  How  did  you  hapen  to  go  there? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  I  had  returnea  to  the  Union  League  shortly 
before  12,  and  there  was  a  reporter  there  from  the  Chicago  Tribune 
asking  me  to  wait  for  an  interview  from  the  managing  editor  or  the 
city  editor,  he  did  not  know  which,  of  the  Tribune,  uMut  a  matter 
of  great  importance.  I  called  up  Mr.  Baker  on  the  phone,  and  he 
said  he  was  not  the  man;  that  Mr.  Keeley  was  the  man  who  wanted 
to  talk  to  me.  I  called  Mr.  Keeley,  and  he  was  at  luncheon — a  mid- 
night luncheon.  I  went  over  to  his  oifice,  about  three  blocks  away, 
and  met  him. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  developed  there? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  asked  me  for  an  interview  regarding  the  story, 
and  said  that  he  would  outline  it.  He  had  ouUined  the  ^[eDerai 
features  of  it  before,  building  a  supposititious  case  and  asking  me 
different  things,  as  to  what  I  thought  was  the  law,  that  now  he  had 
the  actual  facts  and  the  story,  and  that  White  was  the  man;  and  he 
asked  me  for  an  interview, 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  give  him  the  interview? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  read  the  article  and  then  gave  the  interview,  a 
very  brief  one, 

Mr.  Healt.  WTiere  was  the  article  when  you  read  it? 

Mr.  Dentin.  In  Mr.  Keely's  office — the  Tribune  office. 

Mr.  Healt.  In  what  shape  was  it?    Was  it  set  up  in  type? 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  was  in  type  for  the  first  time;  had  only  just  come 
off  the  press. 

Mr.  Healt.  In  newspaper  form? 

Mr.  Deneen.  In  newspaper  form. 

Mr.  Healt.  Had  you  ever  seen  the  story  prior  to  that  time  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  never  had  seen  it. 

Mr.  Healt.  Had  you  ever  known,  prior  to  that  time,  any  of  the 
persons  who  were  participating  in  the  confession? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No.  All  I  knew  was  the  information  that  came  to 
me  from  Mr,  Edwin  R.  Wright  and  from  Mr.  Keeley. 
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Mr,  Hbaly.  Had  you  anything  to  do  in  any  way,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, with  the  formulating  of  &e  White  story  ( 

Mr.  Dbneen.  frothing  whatever. 

Mr.  Healy.  Were  you  interested  in  any  way  in  procuring  the 
confession  1 

Mr.  Deneen.  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  HEAI.T.  Did  you  have  any  knowledge  or  information  with 
reference  to  iti 

Mr.  Dbneen.  I  had  no  knowledge  whatever  about  it. 

Mr.  Healt.  In  the  White  confession,  Governor,  the  statement  was 
made  by  Mr.  White  with  reference  to  the  passage  of  a  bill  before 
that  general  assembly  which  you  vetoed,  and  which  he  said  robbed  the 
jack  pot  of  some  $95,000.    Have  you  any  information  about  thatt 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  I  have  only  my  judgment  on  that. 

Mr,  Healt.  Do  vou  know  which  bill  it  was  that  he  referred  to? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  looked  over  the  bills,  and  I  suspected  it  to  be  a 
corporation  bill,  giving  power  to  corporations  to  own  stock  in  other 
corporations.    I  assume  tnat  that  was  the  bill.    I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Healy,  What  was  it? 

Mr.  Dbneen.  A  corporation  bill — No.  35, 1  think — wherein  a  pro- 
vision was  made  that  authorized  corporations  to  own  and  sell  and 
barter  stock  in  other  corporations,    It  was  vetoed  on  that  account 

Mr.  Healt.  Are  you  familiar  with  house  bill  777 1 

Mr.  Deneen.  In   which   legislature? 

Mr.  Healt,  The  Indiana  Kailway  consolidating  measure^ 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  Monon  bill  or  the  Western  Indiana ;  yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  are  familiar  with  that? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  signed  it. 

Mr.  Healt.  About  when  M'as  that  passed? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  whether  three  years  ago  or  five  years 
ago.    It  was  three  years  ago,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Healt.  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  that  is  the  case. 

Mr.  Healt,  Had  you  ever  heard  that  money  was  used  in  connec- 
tion with  the  passage  of  that  bill  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Not  until  a  considerable  time  after  that.  It  was  pub- 
lished in  the  papers. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  approved  that  measure? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  approved  of  it. 

Mr.  Healt.  What,  briefly,  was  it  ? 

Mr.  Deneen,  It  was  a  bill  to  validate  bonds  that  had  been  issued 
by  the  railroad.  Our  laws  permitted  the  consolidation  of  two  rail- 
roads. It  seemed  that  this  particular  consolidation  about  30  years 
ago  was  made  between  three  railroads,  rather  than  two,  and  when 
they  began  to  meet  the  first  bonds  that  matured  some  attorney  who 
ezamin^  the  bonds  called  attention  to  the  defect  in  the  original 
organization  of  the  corporation  that  issued  the  bonds,  and  the  men 
who  owned  them  and  the  banks  became  uneasy  about  it,  and  they 
wanted  to  validate  those  securities,  and  so  they  introduced  a  bill  for 
that  purpose,  to  validate  about  $30,000,000  bonds,  as  I  recall, 

Mr.  Hanect.  May  I  suggest  here,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the  gov- 
ernor has  made  a  mistake  as  to  the  railroad?  He  said  the  Monon. 
Was  it  not  the  Western  Indiana? 

Mr.  Dbneen.  It  was  the  Western  Indiana. 
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Senator  Kismtok.  The  road  that  Mr.  Hwiley  was  connected  with. 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  road  that  Judge  Henley  was  connected  witL 

Mr.  Healy.  Xow,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  go  with  the  governor 
to  some  extent  into  the  jack-pot  question,  and  I  want  to  develop 
along  that  line,  if  it  meet^  with  the  approval  of  the  cominiftee,  tin 
question  of  the  appointment  of  different  chairmen  of  conuuittees, 
with  reepect  to  their  votes  on  the  senatorial  and  speaiiBr&hip  ques- 
tions. I  have  a  table  of  those  appointments  and  those  votes  pre- 
pared. It  occurred  to  me  tliat  if  we  might  submit  that  to  the  gentle- 
men upon  the  other  side  we  jni^t  agree  upon  the  liat,  and  let  we  list 
eo  in  evidence,  rather  than  to  interrogate  the  governor  at  very  ^eat 
length  on  the  question. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  We  will  agree  with  you  to  the  truth. 

The  Chairmam.  Would  you  like  an  opportunity  to  confer! 

Blr.  HBAi,r.  I  suggest  that  we  adjourn  at  this  time,  and  we  will 
take  it  up  with  the  gentlemen. 

The  Cbaikican.  We  will  adjourn  until  10  o'clock  to-merrov 
morning. 

(Accordingly,  at  5  o'clock  and  12  minutes  p.  m.,  the  committee  ad- 
journed until  to-morrow,  Friday,  July  14,  1911,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.) 
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VaiDAY,  rOLT  14,  1911. 

Senate  Office  Bcilding, 

Washington,  1).  C- 
The  committee  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.,  pursuant  to  adjournment. 
Present:  Senators  Dillingham   (chairman),  Gamble,  Jones,  Ken- 
m,  Johnston,  Fletcher,  and  Kero ;  also  Mr.  John  H-  Marble,  Mr. 
^ohn  J.  Healy,  Mr.  William  J.  Hynes,  Mr.  Elhridge  Hanecy,  and 
Mr.  Edgar  Farrar. 

TESmONT  07  CHABIES  SJUnrm,  SEHEEH— lUsviMd. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  Governor,  have  you  prepared  or  caused  to  he  prepared 
a  list  of  the  members  of  the  lower  Illinoia  house  in  the  forty-axth 
general  assembly,  showing  their  votes  for  speaker,  for  Senator  ok  the 
ninety-fifth  or  last  senatorial  ballot,  and  the  committee  chairman- 
shms  to  which  those  members  were  appointed? 

Mr,  Dbneen.  I  caused  such  a  list  to  be  prepared. 

Mr.  Healy.  Tou  have  looked  the  list  over! 

Mr.  Denben.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  Does  that  list  agree  with  your  recoIlecticKi  of  the  Totas 
of  those  members  and  the  committee  cnairmanshipa  to  which  they 
were  appointed? 

Mr.  Denebk.  It  does. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  have  you  also  caused  to  be  prepared  a  liat  of  the 
senatorial  candidates  and  the  ballots  and  when  they  were  voted! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes, 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Healy,  I  do  not  understand  what  your  ques- 
tion means — the  ballots,  and  when  they  were  voted! 
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Mr.  Ukalt.  The  ballots  ns  they  were  voted,  the  number  of  the 
btllot  upon  which  the  candidates  received  a  vote  for  United  States 
Seiutor. 
Mr.  Dexeen.  I  think  that  was  prepared,  also. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  does  this  list,  which  I  also  show  yon,  contain  a 
list  of  the  comniittee  diairmen  and  the  standing  committees  1 
Mr,  Dbneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  the  number  of  the  legislative  measures  introdneed 
tl  that  session ! 
Mr.  DsMEEN.  It  does. 

Mr.  Healt.  That  were  referred  to  the  dififerent  committees  and  the 
final  disposition  of  those  measures  t 
Mr,  Dknebit.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  This  list  which  I  hand  yo»i  is  a  copy  of  that,  is  it  nott 
Mr.  Deneen.  I  handed  yoii  a  list,  arid  this  which  you  hand  me  now 
IB  ■  printed  copy. 

Mr.  Healt.  It  is  printed  by  the  Qovemment  officials  from  the  list 
which  yon  gave  to  me,  and  I  am  going  to  ask  that  that  list  go  in. 
fnbject  to  the  right  of  the  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  tahle 
to  make  such  corrections  as  we  may  discover  from  an  examination 
of  the  official  Illinois  records  ought  to  be  made,  and  that  may  be 
dose  at  any  time  within  the  next  two  weeks. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Mr.   Chairman,   I   should   prefer  that   Mr.   Healy 
offer  it  for  identification,  and  have  it  identified,  and  then  give  us 
an  opportunity  to  look  it  over  before  it  is  put  into  the  record. 
The  Chaibuan.  I  presume  (hat  is  entirely  agreeable! 
Mr.  Hevly.  Ye=. 

The  Chaibman.  Then,  unless  objection  is  made  it  will  be  marked 
for  identification,  but  not  written  into  the  record  at  the  present  time. 
Mr.  Drneen.  T  think  this  !<i  a  copy, 

(The  copy  which  was  referred  to  wa-s  then  marked  "Exhibit  De- 
neen 1.") 

Mr,  Healy.  Do  you  remember  how  soon  after  the  convening  of  the 
fftrty-aixth  n.*«embly  it  was  before  the  committee  chairmajishipB 
were  announced? 

Mr.  DcNEKN.  Ko.  sir;  I  had  that  prepared,  but  I  do  not  retell  tlia 
date. 
Mr.  Hrai.y.  About  how  long? 

Mr,  Deneek.  I  think  after  the  20th  of  Januai^y,  bnt  I  am  not  sure 
about  that. 

Mr.  Healy,  Now,  who  is  it  in  the  Illinois  house  who  names  the 
committee  chairmen! 
Mr.  Deneen.  The  si>eaker  of  the  house. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  he  is  selected  b;v  the  membership  of  the  house'il 
Mr.  Deneen.  By  the  membership;  yesj  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  Is  his  action  in  naming  chairmen  of  these  various  c5om- 
inittees  subject  to  review  in  any  way  by  the  membership  of  the  house! 
Mr.  Deneen.  It  depends  upon  the  rules. 
Mr.  Healt,  Was  that  the  fact  in  the  forty-sijrth  assembly ! 
Mr.  Deneen.  Xot  reviewed  by  the  bouse.     The  rules  coni%md 
upon  him  the  authority  to  appoint  the  committaes,  as  I  recall  it 
Tile  rules  are  here,  and  they  can  easily  be  ascertained. 
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Senator  Jones.  Wliai  he  announced  the  eomniittees,  the  house 
could  reject  his  appointments  if  it  saw  fit? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  There  were  no  rules  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  the  rules  were  adopteij  at  the  first  meeting, 
always. 

Mr.  Hanboy.  Temporarily? 

Mr,  Deneen.  TemporarUy.  I  ratlier  think  the  rules  were  adopted, 
but  I  am  not  sure. 

Mr.  Hkaly.  How  was  the  membership  of  these  various  committees 
determined  ? 

Mr.  Demeen.  The  speaker  and  his  friends  selected  the  majority 
members,  and  the  minority  leader  suggests  the  minoHty  members. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  by  whom  is  that  membership  finally  appointed! 

Mr.  Deneen.  By  tJie  speaker. 

Senator  Gamble.  What  was  the  date  when  you  say  the  appoint- 
ment was  madef 

Mr.  Deneek.  I  do  not  recall  the  date,  but  you  have  it  there,  Mr. 
Healy.  I  will  ask  Mr.  Whittaker,  who  is  with  me,  if  he  has  a  memo- 
randum there  as  to  the  dates  when  the  committees  were  appointed, 
and  I  can  tell  in  a  moment  whether  I  have  it. 

Senator  Gamble.  Was  it  later  during  the  forty-sixth  assembly  that 
these  appointments  were  made,  or  was  it  about  the  same  time,  the 
ordinary  time,  that  they  were  made  in  other  legislative  assemblies? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  that. 

Senator  Gamble.  Was  there  anythin^r  unusual  about  the  forty- 
sixth  general  assembly? 
■    Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  exactly.     We  have  it  here. 

Senator  Gamble.  Oh,  do  not  take  the  time  to  lo<^  it  up. 

Mr.  Dbneen.  I  do  not  recall  it. 

Senator  Jones.  You  do  not  rennember  whether  there  was  any  un- 
usual delay! 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  I  think  there  was  not  an  unusual  delay,  but  I 
do  not  recall.  The  speaker  had  been  elected  for  the  third  time,  and 
was  familiar  with  the  members.  Mr.  Brown  also  was  a  man  who 
had  been  there  for  a  number  of  sessions  and  he  had  an  acquaintance 
with  the  members. 

Mr.  Healt.  Mr.  Brown  was  the  minority  leader! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yea 

Mr.  Healy.  When  a  measure  is  introduced  into  ihe  Illinois  House, 
it  is  then,  referred  to  one  of  the  standing  committees. 

Mr,  Deneen.  Usually  so. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  by  whom  is  the  order  of  reference  made? 

Mr.  Deneen.  By  the  speaker. 

Mr.  Healy.  Is  that  suoject  to  review  or  reversal  in  any  way  by 
the  house  memberdiip? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  the  house  could  do  so. 

Senator  Kern.  As  a  matter  of  practice  if  does  not  do  so. 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  does  not  do  so,  I  think. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  when  a  measure  goes  to  a  committee,  how  is  it 
Reported  back  to  the  house  for  action! 

Mr.  Deneen,  By  the  chairman  of  the  committee  to  which  it  is 
referred. 
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Mr.  Healt.  Suppose  the  chairman  of  a  committee  of  the  Iltinois 

House  was  opposed  to  final  action  or  to  any  decisive  action  upon  s 

measure  pending  before  his  committee,  could  he  in  any  way  prevent 

that  measure  fi^n  being  reported  back  to  the  house  tor  its  action! 

Mr.  Denben.  As  a  matter  of  practice,  I  think  he  could. 

Mr.  Healt.  How!  ' 

Mr.  Di^EEN.  He  could  fail  to  call  his  committee  until  late  in  the 
session.  If  he  were  forced  to  call  the  committee  he  could  call  it  at 
a  time  when  the  members  of  the  committee  would  be  attending  other 
committees.  He  could  absent  himself  because  of  illness  in  his  family 
or  of  business  in  his  district,  and  as  a  matter  of  courtesy  it  would 
be  deferred  and  it  would  go  along  so  far  that  nothing  would  be 
accomplished. 

The  CsAraMAN.  Does  that  practice  vary  any  from  the  practice  of 
other  legislative  bodies! 

Mr.  Dbneen.  I  think  not.  I  do  not  know  the  practice  of  oth^ 
legislative  bodies,  and  I  would  not  say  that  is  a  general  practice  at 
all  in  our  State,  but  such  charges  have*Deen  made. 

Senator  Joneb.  I  would  like  to  ask  whether  it  is  expected  to  show 
that  there  is  any  different  practice  obtaining  in  the  legislative  body 
of  Illinois  from  that  which  obtains  in  other  legislative  bodies  under 
the  rules ! 

The  Cbairuan.  Yes ;  we  all  know  what  the  legislative  procedure  ia. 

Senator  Qahblb.  Especially  if  no  different  practice  prevails  in 
the  forty -sixth  general  assembly  from  that  of  other  assemblioa. 

Mr.  Healt.  I  do  not  expect  to  show  that. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  It  will  be  conceded  that  the  practice  was  the  same  in 
the  forty-sixth  assembly  that  it  had  been  in  previous  and  has  been 
in  subsequent  sessions. 

Mr,  Healy,  I  do  not  know  what  the  fact  is  with  reference  to  that, 
90  I  could  not  concede  it. 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  think  the  governor  knows. 

Senator  Kenton.  What  is  the  point  vou  are  trying  to  show — the 
power  of  committees  to  kill  off  legislation! 

Mr.  Healt.  Yea 

Senator  Kenton.  Oh,  we  can  take  notice  of  that. 

Mr.  Healt,  If  the  c(xnmittee  will  take  judicial  notice  of  that,  it 
will  serve  the  purpose  of  my  inquiry. 

The  Chairman,  iou  do  not  propose  to  show  that  the  legislature 
had  nc4.  the  power  to  ccsnpel  the  committee  to  act? 

Mr.  Healt.  I  was  going  to  develop  that  to  show  what  the  fact 
was  with  reference  to  tha^  what  the  practice  had  been  in  the  Illi- 
nois House. 

Senator  Jones.  Are  yoa  trying  to  show  it  is  as  bad  as  it  is  in 
Congress! 

Senator  Kenton.  Oh,  he  can  not  do  that. 

Mr.  Healt.  I  do  not  want  to  draw  any  invidious  comparisons. 

The  Chairman.  Proceed. 

Mr.  Healt.  In  the  absence  of  the  chairman  of  the  committee, 
could  the  membership  of  the  committee  report  out  a  measure! 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  do  not  know.  I  assume  as  a  matter  of  power,  if 
the  chnirman  happened  to  be  absent,  they  could  elect  another  man, 
supposing  the  speaker  would  recognize  nim. 

Mr.  Healt.  Has  that  been  done  to  your  knowledge! 
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Mr.  Demeen.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Mr.  Hkalt.  I  think  that  is  all  that  I  want  to  ask  the  goverooi, 
Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Kerk.  Governor,  did  you  receive  any  letter  from  any  pw- 
son  on  the  subject  of  the  senatorial  election  on  the  26th,  Fefemng  Ui 
the  President's  attitude  or  to  the  attitude  of  Senat^H*  Aldridi! 

Mr.  Deneen.  No,  sir. 

The  Ohaibuan.  You  can  take  the  witness  for  cross-ezamination, 
Mr.  Hanecy. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Governor,  were  you  bom  in  Illinois? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  When! 

Mr.  Deneen.  On  the  4th  of  May,  1863,  at  Edwardsvilte,  MadiaoD 
County. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  and  Senator  Lorimer  are  nearly  the  same  agel 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  we  are;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hakect.  And  you  entered  politics  actively  at  nearly  the  ES&ie 
time? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  when  Senator  Lorimwr  became  inter- 
ested in  politics,  except  throurii  the  sketches  in  the  newspapers.  I 
think  he  entered  earlier  than  I  did,  but  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Hanect,  I  mean  actively.  You  know  that  Senator  Loriina 
and  Dr.  T.  N.  Jamieson  and  Henry  Hertz  and  James  Pease  came 
together,  they  and  their  friends,  in  1889. 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  may  be.  I  became  connected  with  politics  a^ 
tively  in  1894, 1  think,  or  1893. 

Mr,  Hanecy,  Yes;  but  you  became  active  in  politics  when  you  be- 
came a  candidate  for  the  house  of  the  Illinois  Legislature  in  th» 
spring  of  1892. 

Mr.  Deneen.  In  1892;  yeSjSir. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  The  city  of  Chicago  is  composed  of  five  entire  town- 
bhips,  namely,  Southtown,  Northtown,  Westtown,  Hyde  Park,  lake. 
Lake  View,  and  Jefferson? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  th^i  parts  of  other  townships? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  The  Chicago  River,  running  in  from  the  lake,  di- 
vides the  north  and  south  towns  into  two  parts,  and  then  tJte  river 
branches  off  to  the  north  and  to  the  south  and  leaves  the  west  ade. 
west  of  the  two  branches  and  the  main  river.    That  is  a  fact  f 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  is  a  fact;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanectt.  So  that  the  Westtown  of  Chicago  covers  nearlv  the 
same  territory,  north  and  south,  that  the  Southtown,  practically— 
a  little  more  than  the  territory  covered  by  the  South  and  the  North 
towns? 

Mr.  Deneen.  In  a  general  way,  I  think  so.  I  know  more  aboiil 
the  population  than  I  do  about  the  area. 

Mr.  iTanet.y.  I  am  simply  ^ving  the  general  situation. 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  is  substflntially  so,  I  think. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  at  the  time  that  we  speak  of  in  1889  or  18i>2 
the  Westtown,  or  the  west  side  of  Chicago,  was  about  as  large  in 
population  and  in  political  delegates  at  conventions  as  the  South- 
town  and  the  Northtown  together.    That  is,  back  in  1889  or  1892, 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall.    I  suppose  that  is  so. 
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Mr.  Hanbcy.  AVhen  you  beoime  active  in  politics  first,  you  lived  ia 
the  town  of  Lake? 

Mr.  Deneen.  In  the  town  of  Lake,  at  En^lewood. 

Mr,  Hanect.  And  at  that  time  was  the  city  of  Lake  a  part  of  the 
city  of  Chicago! 

Mr.  Dbnben.  It  was  not. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Was  the  town  of  Hyde  Park? 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  was  not. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Wag  the  town  of  Lake  View! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Ko  ;  I  think  not. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Or  Jefferson? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  not,  in  each  case. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  Subsequently  those  towns  were  annexed  to  the  city  of 
Chicago  and  became  a  part  of  it! 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  were. 

Mr.  Healy.  Mr.  Hanecy,  I  do  not  think  it  makes  any  difference,  but 
Lake  View  was  in  the  city  at  that  time.  It  went  into  the  city  in  1888, 
altbou^  that  does  not  make  any  difference. 

Mr.  IIanecy.  Senator  Lorimer  at  ihe  time  he  became  active  in 
politics  lived  on  the  west  side. 

Mr.  Deneen.  On  the  west  side;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  Henry  Hertz  lived  on  the  northwest  side! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Haneot.  And  James  Pease  lived  in  Lake  View? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  North  of  the  Northtown  of  Chicago? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Haneot.  And  Fred  Busse  lived  in  the  Northtown  of  Chicagot 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr,  Hanect.  Dr.  T.  N.  Jamieaon  lived  in  Hyde  Park? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  So  that  the  political  organization,  or  the  leadras  in 
the  political  organization  at  that  time,  covered  uie  northwest,  the 
southwest  side,  tne  north  side,  and  the  south  side? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  Dr.  T.  N.  Jamieson  was  a  strong  adherent  and 
friend  of  Senator  Lorimer  then,  and  has  been  ever  since? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  when  I  knew  him;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanect,  He  has  a  son,  Stillman  B.  Jamieeon,  a  lawyer? 

Mr.  Dbnbbn.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  He  has  been  active  as  a  Lorimer  adherent  wid  friend^ 
has  he  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  so;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Do  you  know  Robert  S.  Illes? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  know  him ;  yes,  air. 

Mr.  Hanect.  He  was  a  partner  of  Stillman  Jamieaon? 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  were  associated  together  and  I  assumed  they 
were  partners. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Robert  S.  Illes  was  county  attorney  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  at  one  time. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  he  was  appointed,  not  elected,  was  he  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  elected  oy  the  county  commissioners. 

Mr.  Hanect.  He  was  appointed  by  the  county  commissioners,  not 
elected  by  the  people? 
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Mr,  Deneen.  Oh,  no;  not  elected  by  the  people. 

Mr.  Hanbcv.  And  he  was  appointed  throtigh  the  influence  of  Sen- 
ator Lorimer  and  I>r.  Jamieson  i 

Mr.  DENfXK.  I  do  not  know;  I  just  assume  he  was  appointed  in 
that  way. 

Mr,  Hanbct.  Everybodr  conceded  that,  did  they  not,  at  that 
time! 

Mr.  Denben.  I  think  so.  I  was  not  on  familiar  terms  with  Mr. 
Illes  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  Robert  S,  Illes  was  an  adherent  of  Dr.  Jamieson  and 
Senator  Lorimer? 

Mr.  Dbneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  was  always  reco^ized  as  such,  and  was  a  can- 
didate supported  by  those  people  for  judge  on  one  or  two  occasions) 

Mr.  DzMEEN.  He  has  been  a  candidate  for  judge. 

Mr.  Hanect.  He  was  recognized  as  an  adherent  of  those  gentle- 
mai? 

Mr.  Denebn.  Yes;  he  was  friendly  to  Dr.  Jamieson  and,  I  assume, 
to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  HANEcr.  He  was  generally  recognized  as  a  Loiimer  and 
Jamieson  friend  and  adherent? 

Mr.  Dbneen.  I  rather  thought  more  directly  with  Dr.  Jamieson, 
but  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Dr.  Jamieson  and  his  friends  were  always  friendly 
to  Senator  Lorimer  t 

Mr.  Dbneen.  Most  of  them,  yes;  as  a  class. 

Mr.  Hanect.  When  did  you  move  to  Chicago,  Governor  I 

Mr.  Dbneen.  I  moved  to  Chicago  in  September,  1885,  and  re> 
maiiied  there  until  December,  1885.  Then  I  went  to  St.  Paul,  Minn., 
and  was  there  until  September  of  1886,  when  I  returned  to  Chicago, 
and  lived  there  until  I  moved  to  Springfield. 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  was  in  1904  ? 

Mr.  Dbneen.  1905.     I  was  elected  in  190+. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Yes.    When  were  you  admitted  to  the  bar,  Governor! 

Mr.  Deneen.  In  1886. 

Mr.  Hanect.  The  same  year  you  returned  to  Illinois? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  same  year  I  returned  to  Illinois.  I  was  ad- 
mitted in  Minnesota  and  left  within  a  week,  I  think,  and  came  back 
to  Illinois. 

Mr.  Hanect.  When  were  you  appointed  attorney  for  the  sanitary 
district  ? 

Mr.  Dbneen.  In  December  or  November  of  1905,  according  to  the 
best  of  my  recollection. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  mean  1895? 

Mr.  Dbneen.  1895;  yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Who  was  the  chairman  or  president  of  the  board  at 
that  time? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  Mr.  Mallett  was.  I  am  not  sure,  but  I  think 
he  was. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Do  you  remember  the  membership  of  the  board  ?  It 
consisted  of  five  members,  did  it  not? 

Mr.  Dbneen.  Five,  I  think, 

Mr.  Hanect.  Do  you  remember  who  they  were  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  If  you  have  a  list  of  them  I  could  tell  in  a  moment, 
if  you  would  refresh  my  recollection. 
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Mr.  Hanbct.  I  have  not.    Mr.  Carter  was  one  of  themt 

Mr.  Dbheen.  Yes;  Mr.  Carter  was  one. 

Mr.  Haneot.  And  Mr.  Boldenweck — Billy  Boldenweckt 

Mr.  Denbek,  I  do  not  recall;  tbere  was  a  gentleman  from  the 
sixth  ward.  ■ 

Mr.  Hambct.  Joe  Brady  f 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes:  Brady.  ' 

Mr.  Hanbot.  And  do  you  remember  that  Boldenweck  was  the 
other  1 

Mr.  Desebn.  1  do  not  recall,  but  I  think  he  was.  I  was  there  just 
four  months  and  I  resigned. 

Mr.  Hahbct.  What  was  the  salary  of  that  office  1 

Mr.  Dbnebn.  Five  thousand  dollars  a  year. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  You  were  appointed  to  that  place  by  the  sanitary 
district  through  the  efforts  uid  influence  of  S^ator  Lorimer  and  fais 
friends^ere  you  nott 

Mr.  Deneen.  And  the  entire  Republican  organization,  I  had 
understood. 

Mr.  Hanect.  He  and  his  friends  controlled  the  whole  Republican 
oreanization  1 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  understood  so — they  controlled  the  organization. 

Mr.  Haneot.  Was  that  the  first  appointive  office  that  you  heldi 
Governor  t 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  was  the  first  and  only  one. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  were  elected  to  the'lower  house  of  the  I^egisla- 
ture  of  Illinois  in  November,  1892 1 

Mr.  Dkngen.  1892;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hahecy,  And  served  one  termt 

Mr.  Denbbn.  One  term. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  And  you  were  elected  State's  attorney  of  Cook 
County  in  1896  ( 

ift".  Deneen.  1896;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  And  you  were  reelected  in  1900? 

Mr.  Dbnben.  1900. 

Mr,  Hanect.  The  term  was  four  years! 

Mr.  Dbnben.  Four  vears;  yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Hanect.  And  the  election  of  State's  attorney  came  at  the  same 
time  that  the  presidential  electors  were  elected? 

Mr.  Dbnebn.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  The  salary  of  State's  attorney  was  $7,000  a  year? 

Mr.  Deneen.  $7,000  and  fees. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  $7,000  and  fees? 

Mr,  Dbnben.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanect.  So  that  your  regular  salary,  drawn  monthly, 
amounted  during  the  eight  years  to  $56,000? 

Mr.  Dbnben.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  How  much  were  the  fees,  Governor? 

Mr.  Dbnbbn.  The  fees  in  the  aggregate,  I  think,  were  $240,000 
in  eight  years. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  reported  two  hundred  and  forty-three  thou- 
sand and  some  hundred  dollars,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Dbnben.  I  do  not  recall  just  what  it  was;  but  the  figures  are 
there. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  You  kept  all  of  those  fees?  ,^  , 
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Mr.  Denebn.  Yes,  blt. 

Mr.  Hanect.  In  a'ddition  to  your  salary! 

Mr.  Denkem.  la  addition  to  the  salary ;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanect.  So  that  you  got,  out  of  the  eight-year  term  as  State's 
Bttomey,  about  $300,000? 

Mr.  Deneen.  About;  a  little  more,  I  think,  or  a  little  less.    It 
was  about  $300,000.    It  was  the  salary  plus  the  tees. 
:   ,Mr.  IIakecy.  Vou  reported  to  the  scliooi  fund  coiumitlw,  or  the 
school  fund,  the  amount  of  fees  that  you  collected? 

Mr.  D&NEEN.  The  law  required  that  I  file  a  report  with  the  county 
clerk,  and  then  that  notice  be  given,  Hnd  the  matter  tried  before 
the  county  judge  of  the  county.  I  folluwed  the  law,  and  i-eported, 
mid  tried  the  matter,  and  judgment  was  entered  in  I'adi  case. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  any  fees  that  were  coliecterl  in  your  office  of 
Stiite's  attorney  that  you  did  not  take  as  compensation  would  go  to 
llie  school  fund  for  the  benefit  of  the  school  chtldi-en  of  the  county 
of  Cook? 

Mr.  Denbem.  Yes,  sir;  they  would  go  to  the  school  fund. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  You  never  did  report  any  fees  that  did  go  to  tnat 
hind  during  your  eight  years  of  occupancy  of  thiit  office,  did  vou! 

Mr.  Deneen.  No.  The  fees  were  paid  to  me  for  the  work  done; 
but  I  was  required,  under  the  law,  to  collect  them  out  of  the  judgments 
and  fines  imposed  and  collected.  At  first  they  were  very  small,  but 
at  the  last  they  accumulated  to  quite  a  large  amount.  The  office  was 
the  largest  office  of  Us  kind  in  the  world  in  the  number  of  cases  tiied 
at  that  time. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  The  way  you  collected  the  fees  was  that  th«  statute 
allowed  to  the  office  of  the  State's  attorney  a  $10  fee  for  each  convic- 
tion of  a  misdemeanor? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Five  dollars,  I  Uiink. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Will  you  give  the  scale  of  fees  for  the  others? 

Mr.  Denbbn.  Ten  dollars  in  case  of  trial  for  insanity;  $10,  if  I  re- 
call, in  bastardy  cases:  and  $20  in  felony  cases,  as  I  recall. 

Mr,  Hanecy,  Where  there  were  50  or  more  counts  in  an  indict- 
ment for  any  of  those  offenses,  you  charged  $10  for  each  count  in  the 
same  indictment,  did  you  not  i 

Mr.  Deneen.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Jones.  Mr.  Chairuian,  I  do  notsee  why  we  should  go  into 
all  this  matter.  E^-en  if  the  governor  did  not  comply  witji  tne  law, 
it  is  not  our  business  to  investigate  that  matter. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  was  not  going;  to  extend  that  inquiry  very  far,  but 
I  will  stop  right  here.  Senator,  if  that  is  the  wish  of  the  committee. 

Senator  Jones.  I  am  simply  expressing  my  views  about  it. 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  was  investigated  out  there  when  I  ran  for  office 
the  first  time.  They  brought  me  in  fnmi  the  country  campaign,  and 
I  went  in.  and  I  think  it  is  fair  to  me  to  state  this;  They  charged  that 
I  had  collected  more  than  the  law  permitted,  and  after  they  put  their 
accountants  there  they  found  that  I  had  not  collected  within  $10,000 
of  what  I  was  entitled  to,  and  I  collected  it  and  paid  the  expenses  of 
the  investigation  in  that  way. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  was  just  coming  to  this  question.  Governor,  whkh 
I  will  ask,  if  you  do  not  object — whether  Fred  M.  Blount  was  <me  of 
the  men  who  objected  to  your  fees? 
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Mr.  DENBtiN.  Very  seriously.  Yes;  he  was  one  of  them.  There 
wan  an  investigation  of  the  matter  that  la.sted  longer  than  this. 

Senator  Fuitcheb.  Was  there  not  some  suit  brought,  (itovernor, 
that  involved  this  question? 

Mr,  Dbnisen.  There  was  later,  when  Mr.  Healy  was  State's  attor- 
ney.   I  was  the  real  party  in  interest. 

Senator  Fletcher.  What  was  the  title  of  that  case ) 

Mr,  Demeen.  I  guess  it  was  "  The  People  v.  Healy,"  was  it  not? 

Mr,  Healt.  The  first  suit  was  "  The  Ckiunt^  of  Cook  v.  Healy," 
and  very  recently,  in  the  Supteme  Court  of  Illinois,  only  a  month  or 
two  ago,  another  decision  was  handed  down.  The  title  of  that  case 
was  "  Healy  v.  Galpin." 

Senator  Fletcueb.  Did  the  other  case  go  to  the  supreme  court  ? 

Mr.  Healy.  Both  of  them  did. 

Senator  Fi^tcheb.  The  decision  of  the  supreme  court  decided  it? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  first  one  was  the  one  that  decided  the  point. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  Mr.  Healy  did  pay  over  all  of  the  fees  above 
his  salary,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  will  answer  that  by  saying  that  I  assume  so:  I 
think  so.  I  want  to  explain  this:  During  the  latter  part  of  mv  term, 
or  the  second  term,  a  statute  was  passed  in  our  State  limiting  the 
compensation  of  the  State's  attorney  to  a  salary,  and  there  was  some 
question  about  its  constitutionality.  So  the  candidates  who  were 
before  the  people  at  that  time  stated, before  the  election,  that  in  the 
event  that  they  were  elected  they  would  comply  with  the  law  as  it 
was  on  the  statute  books  and  not  test  its  constitutionality.  Mr. 
Healy  followed  that  course,  and  I  understand  he  paid  over  all  the 
fees  to  the  county  and  retained  only  his  salary. 

Mr.  Hanect.  It  was  claimed,  was  it  not,  Governor,  by  a  great 
many  people,  that  you  made  the  same  promi.se  when  you  were 
elected? 

Mr.  Deneex.  No;  it  was  not.  Exactly  the  contrary  was  the  case. 
You  refer  to  the  matter  of  Mr.  Lawaon,  do  vo«  not,  of  the  News? 

Mr.  Hanecy.  What  is  that? 

Mr.  Deneen.  You  refer  to  the  statement  that  was  published  in 
the  papers  that  I  said  that  if  I  were  elected  in  1896  I  would  offer  as 
an  inducement  to  the  people  to  elect  me  that  I  woidd  not  take  the 
compensation  provided  by  law  for  State's  attorney?  I  said.  No; 
that  if  T  were  elected  1  would  take  the  compensation  provided  in 
the  way  of  fees  and  salarv,  and  no  more.  The  question  was  whether 
or  not  any  more  beyond  that  should  be  taken.  That  was  the  question 
in  the  campaign. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  The  Mr.  Lawson  that  you  speak  of  is  Victor  F. 
Lawson? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanxoy.  The  owner  of  the  Chicago  Daily  News  and  the 
Record-Herald* 

Mr.  Deneen.  Tee. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  he  claimed  in  his  papers  that  you  did  make 
that  pledge,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  not. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  It  was  so  published,  was  it  nob? 
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Mr.  Deneex.  I  think  not.  It  was  charged  later,  after  I  became 
a  candidate  for  governor;  but  not  by  the  Daily  News  or  Kecord- 
Herald,  but  by  otners. 

Mr.  Hanect.  The  same  Fred  M.  Blount  that  you  said  had  to  do 
with  one  of  these  cases  against  yon,  was  associated  with  Senator 
Hopkins,  was  he  not ! 

Mr.  Denben.  Later;  yes.    He  was  president  of  a  surety  company. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  also  associated  with  Senator  HopKins  in  his 
campaicn  for  Senator} 

Mr.  Db»een.  Tes. 

Mr.  Hanect,  For  reelection ! 

Mr,  Denben.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  He  managed  his  campaign,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  helped  to  manage  it.  He  was  one  of  the  active 
men. 

Mr,  Hanect.  He  was  in  Springfield  practically  all  the  time,  was 
he  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  called  cm  me  quite  often.  I  assume  he  was  there 
all  the  time. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  tou  and  Fred  M.  Blount  were  supporting  Sen- 
ator Hopkins  for  reelection,  were  you? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Do  you  remember  the  campaign  for  your  nmnination 
in  1899? 

Mr.  Dknben.  Yes;  in  1896. 

Mr.  Hanect.  There  were  four  candidates  for  that  office  at  that 
time,  were  there  not? 

Mr,  Deneen.  Four  or  five,  I  think. 

Mr.  Hanect.  There  were  you  from  the  southwest  side,  Mr.  Garri- 
son from  the  northwest  side — Henry  Hertz's  district 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  Mr.  Scanlon.  Mr,  Kickham  Scanlon.  the  judge. 
I  think  was  a  candidate  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Hanect,  Was  it  not  Garrison? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall. 

Mr.  Hanect.  It  is  not  material.  Henry  Hertz  had  a  candidate 
from  his  part  of  the  city? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Mr.  Scanlon  was  a  candidate. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  James  Pease  had  a  candidate  in  Mr.  John  J- 
Healv.  the  attorney  for  the  Helm  committee,  and  one  of  the  attorneys 
for  this  committee? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Mr.  Healy  was  a  candidate. 

Mr.  Hanect.  He  was  ft^m  James  Pease's  district  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  From  the  Lakeview  district;  yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Hanect.  And  Mr.  Glennon  was  the  candidate  for  State's 
attorney  from  Dr.  Jamieson's  district? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  a  candidate  for  State's  attorney  from  the 
third  ward  of  Chicago. 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  was  Martin  B.  Madden's  district— now  Coc- 
gressman  Madden's  district? 

Mr.  Deneen,  Thev  both  lived  there. 

Senator  Kern.  Wnat  do  you  mean  by  "his  district"? 

Mr.  Hasecy.  The  district  he  lived  in.  That  is  one  of  the  reasons, 
if  the  committee  will  permit  me  to  say  so,  whv  I  asked  for  the 
political  divisions  of  the  city — the  south  side,  t^e  north  side,  the 
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northwest,  and  the  southwest.  There  was  one  of  the  principal 
leaders  from  each  of  those  divisions. 

Senator  Keen.  And  he  was  the  "boss"  of  that  district,  was  he? 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  do  not  say  that.  He  was  as  long  as  the  people 
there  would  support  him.  There  was  quite  a  hot  campaign  tor  the 
Domination  for  State's  attorney  at  that  time,  was  there  not,  Gov- 
ernor? 

Mr.  Demebn.  About  the  usual  campaign,  I  think. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Senator  Lorimer  was  backing  your  candidacy,  was 
be  not  I 

Mr.  Denken.  Yes,  sir;  he  was  in  favor  of  it. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Henry  Hertz  was  backing  either  Garrison  or 
Scanlan? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  Mr.  Garrison  at  all.  1  think  you  are 
Toistaken  in  his  name.  Mr.  Underwood  was  a  candidate,  and  some 
others  also.  I  do  not  recall  Mr.  Garrison  at  all.  T  think  you  are 
mistaken. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  I  say  it  is  either  one  or  the  other, 

Jlr.  Deneen.  Mr.  Hertz,  I  think,  favored  the  <nndidacy  of  Judge 
Eickham  Scania n. 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  say,  Mr.  Scanlan  or  the  other  man.  .Vnd  Mr. 
Pease  was  supporting  the  candidacy  of  Mr.  John  J.  Healy  ? 

Mr.  1>ENEEN.  Yea, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  Martin  B  Madden  and  Dr.  Jamieson  were  sup- 
porting the  candidacy  of  Edward  T.  Glennon? 

Mr,  Ueneen,  Yes, 

Mr,  Hanect.  Were  you  in  the  conference  or  caucus  the  nij^t  be- 
fore the  convention  met  ? 

Mr.  Deneek.  No. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  knew  that  there  was  a  oancii-i  that  night? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  you  knew  that  those  four  leaders  were  a.iiked 
by  the  representatives  of  all  of  the  delegates  in  the  convention  that 
had  been  elected  that  day.  and  who  would  meet  in  convention  the 
next  day,  to  go  out  into  a  side  room  and  see  if  tliev  could  harmonize 
their  diilfo'ences  and  agree  upon  somebody  for  State's  attorney. 

Mr.  IteNEEN.  I  was  not  there. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  knew  that,  however? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  think  the  county  committed'  met  and  accepted  the 
candidates;  but  I  am  not  sure  about  that. 

Mr.  Hanect,  You  knew  that  to  be  a  fact,  did  you  not.  generally? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  I  did  not  know  that. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Do  you  not  know  that  the  conference  of  those  four 
leaders  lasted  until  about  ft  o'clock  in  the  morning,  before  Senator 
Lorimer  succeeded  in  convincing  the  others  that  you  should  be 
nominated  f 

Mr.  Densen.  No;  I  do  not  remember  anything  of  the  kind.  I 
assume  it  was  a  ni^t  conference  that  began  after  the  returns  were 
in,  at  midnight 

Mr.  Hanect.  After  the  delegates  had  been  elected  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  After  the  delegates  had  been  elected  and  congregated 
down  in  the  hotel,  in  the  central  part  of  the  town. 

Mr.  Haheoy.  You  were  nominated  at  that  convention  for  State's 
attorn^,  were  you  noti 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yea.  i  GoOqIc 
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Mr.  Hanect.  And  you  were  nominated  by  Senator  Lorimer  and 
his  friends? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  they  were  all  friendly  to  me. 

Mr.  Haneot.  You  were  then  renominated  by  Senator  Lorimer  and 
his  friends  in  1900,  were  you  not? 

Mr,  Denebn.  I  was  renominated  in  1900;  yes. 

Mr.  HANEcr.  Were  you  not  renominated  by  Senator  Lorimer  and 
his  friends? 

Mr.  Dbnben.  If  you  care  to  have  me  state  the  facts,  I  will  state 
them.  I  could  not  answer  that  "  yes  "  or  "  no."  I  think  the  Senator 
favored  me.  The  Senator  told  me  beforehand  that  his  frineds  were 
against  my  candidacy.  T  i>articipated,  I  think,  in  that  caucus,  and 
there  was  a  good  deal  or  feeling  against  Mr.  Simtmds,  who  was 
county  recorder,  and  Mr.  IJpham,  who  was  a  member  of  the  bourd 
of  review,  and  myself,  who  was  State's  attorney  ;and  the  question 
was  whether  any  of  us  should  be  renominated.  We  had  a  caucus, 
and  I  think  all  of  us  participated  in  it;  at  least,  Mr.  Simonds  and  I 
did.  There  was  considerable  discussion  about  the  matter,  and  finally 
it  led  to  the  nomination  of  the  three.  I  tiiink  I  nominated  Mr. 
Simonds  and  Mr.  Upham  myself. 

Mr,  Hanec-y.  Are  you  quite  sure  you  nominated  Mr.  Upham! 

Mr.  Dexeen.  I  think  so.  Mr.  Healy  will  know.  I  think  it  oc- 
curred over  lit  the  headquarters  of  the  county  cconmittee  <mi  Fifth 
Avenue,  if  I  recollect  it  correctly. 

Mr.  HANEcr,  Let  me  refresh  your  recollection,  Governor.  The 
county  convention  met  just  before  the  State  ctMiv^ition  met  at 
Peoria,  did  it  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  assume  so.  It  had  to  to  select  the  delegates  to  ihe 
State  convention. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  the  coimty  convention  took  a  recess  and  did 
not  make  any  nominations  until  after  the  State  convention  had  that 
meetine  at  ftoria.  and  had  concluded  its  work! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  had  forgotten  that ;  but  I  assume,  now,  that  that 
is  so.    If  you  have  the  dates  there  they  may  refresh  my  recollecti<Hi. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  remember  the  events,  do  you  not? 

Mr.  I>ENEEN.  I  think  that  is  so.  It  has  not  been  called  to  my 
attention  for  so  long  that  I  have  forgotten. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  There  were  factions  in  Cook  County  politics  at  that 
time,  were  there  not  ? 

Mr.  Deneex.  Yes;  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Hajjbcy.  Henry  Hertz  and  some  of  the  others  had  twoben 
away  from  the  old  orgnnization  and  separated  into  factions.  That 
is  the  fact,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Ueneen.  Thev  were  not  working  together,  I  think,  in  1900. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  the  Hertz  faction  held  a  caucus  or  a  confer- 
ence at  the  Brevoort  House  at  the  same  time  that  Senator  Lorimer 
and  his  friends  were  holding  a  caucus  at  another  place  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know.  I  did  not  attend  any  conference 
there  at  tlie  Brevoort  Hotel. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  you  not  attend  the  conference  or  caucus  of 
Henry  Hertz's  friends  at  the  Brevoort  House? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  And  did  you  not  go  frwn  there,  after  it  had  been 
ascertained  that  they  did  not  have  a  majority  of  the  delegates  in  the 
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convention  and  could  not  n<Mninate — nfter  that  fact  was  ascer- 
tained did  you  not  go  out  between  2  and  3  o'clodi  in  the  morning 
over  to  the  caucus  of  Penator  Ixtrimer  and  his  friends? 

Mr.  Denben.  No,  air. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  did  you  not  see  Christopher  Manier.  tintil  re- 
cently derk  of  the  Supreme  CJourt  of  Illinois,  at  the  Hertz  caucus? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  is  not  the  fact! 

Mr.  Deneen.  No,  sir;  it  is  not  the  fact. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  Did  you  go  into  the  conference  or  caucus  of  Senator 
Lorimer  and  his  friends! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  not.  My  recollection  is  n-t.  T  am  quite 
sure  not — if  we  are  not  confused  in  the  caucuses  to  which  yon  refer. 
I  think  that  Sraiator  Lorimer  and  his  friends  had  a  caucus  in  an- 
other part  of  the  town,  and  then  a  caucus  of  all  the  committeemen, 
at  which  Mr.  Hertz  and  Mr.  Pease  and  others  were  present,  was  held, 
and  I  attended  that  caucus.  If  you  call  that  the  caucus  of  Senator 
Lorimer,  I  was  there:  but.  as  I  recrllect  it,  that  was  at  the  head- 

Suarters,  and  it  was  there  that  the  discussion  arose  in  i-eference  to 
Tr.  Simonds  and,  I  think,  Mr,  Upham  and  myself.  Tliat  is  my 
recollection. 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  was  after  the  separate  caucuses  of  the  Hertz 
people  and  the  Lorimer  people* 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  did  not  attend  their  caucuses,  I  know  that  ivas 
charged,  but  it  was  a  mistake. 

Mr.  Hanect.  When  did  you  first  attend  a  oanens  of  the  Tjc-rimer 
people? 

Mr.  Deneen,  My  best  recollectiMi  is  that  the  caucus  I  attended 
was  at  headquarters,  where  the  general  caucus  of  the  leaders,  the 
committeemen,  was  held. 

Mr.  Hanect.  When?    Do  you  remember? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  have  no  notion,  except  the  fact  that  it  occurred. 
I  remember  the  discu.S8ion  that  arose  and  some  of  the  arguments 
that  were  made.  I  have  a  pretty  clear  recollection  as  to  some  of  the 
arguments. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Do  you  remember  that  that  caucus  of  Senator  Lori- 
mer and  his  friends  was  held  in  the  Adams  Express  Building? 

Mr.  Dehxbn.  I  had  understood  it  was  held  there,  1  do  not  believe 
that  I  attended  it.    My  recollection  is  that  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Hanect,  That  you  did  not  attend  the  caucus  of  Senator  Lori- 
mer and  his  friends? 

Mr.  I^MEEN.  I  say  that  is  my  beet  recollection. 

Mr.  Hankct.  It  turned  out  after  the  electitm  of  (he  delegates  to 
ttiat  convention  that  Senator  Lorimer  and  his  friends  had  a  majority 
of  the  delegates  and  a  clear  working  force  in  the  convention,  did 
it  not? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  do  not  think  the  matter  was  tested  at  nil.  Your 
question  does  not  throw  any  li^t  on  the  matter.  It  depends  upon  who 
v&re  the  Senator's  friends,  what  classification  you  make.  If  you 
classify  the  entire  34  wards,  it  would  be  so.  If  would  be  impossible 
to  answer  a  question  so  geneml  as  that,  Judpa 

Mr.  Hanect.  Well,  they  did  have  separate  caucuses,  did  they  not— 
the  HertE  people  in  one  place  and  Lorimer's  in  another? 
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Mr.  DsNEEN.  Aa  I  stated,  I  did  not  attend  either.  That  is  in; 
best  recollection,  and  I  do  not  know.  It  occurred  at  night,  I  under- 
stood— the  day  before  the  convention,  or  sometime  before. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  do  not  know  the  fact  at  all! 

Mr.  Denebn.  I  do  not  recollect  it;  no.  If  there  is  any  point  you 
are  driving  at.  if  you  will  ask  me,  I  will  give  you  my  recollection. 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  am  asking  for  your  recollection. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  have  not  chareea  my  mind  with  all  those  matters. 
I  have  been  pretty  active  in  politics. 

Mr.  Hanect,  You  say  that  a  number  of  Senator  Lorimer's  friends 
were  opposed  to  you? 

Mr.  I^NEEN.  To  me. 

Mr.  Hanect  (continuing).  And  Bob  Simonds  and  Fred  Upham! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Very  strongly. 

Mr.  Hanect.  But  Senator  Lrainier  was  your  strong  friend  all 
the  tim^  and  overcame  the  objections  of  his  friends  to  your  nomi- 
nation, did  he  not?' 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  he  did.  I  think  he  did  what  he  could  in 
that  matter. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  have  no  doubt  about  that,  have  you,  Governor! 

Mr.  Deneen.  This  is  rather  an  embarrassing  matter,  because  I 
have  to  speak  about  myself.  If  you  care  for  my  full  impressioa  I 
will  state  the  matter. 

Mr,  Hanect.  We  often  have  to  talk  of  ourselves,  Governor. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  I  say  the  difference  arose  between  Mr.  Peas* 
and  Mr.  Hertz  and  the  Senator  in  1898,  at  which  time  the  question  at 
issue  in  our  convention  was  whether  or  not  the  Republican  conven- 
tion would  condemn  the  passage  of  the  Allen  bill,  the  Humphrey 
bills,  and  the  gas-consolidation  bills,  and  the  warehouse  bills  in  the 
general  assembly,  that  immediately  preceded  it;  and  a  vote  was  had 
on  it,  and  I  was  one  of  the  leaders  in  the  town  of  Lake,  c<Mnprising 
four  large  wards,  as  large  as  a  congressional  district.  We  had  101 
delegates  of  the  1,000  delegates  in'  the  convention,  and  every  tme  of 
them  voted  with  Mr.  Pease  and  Mr.  Hertz  to  condemn  the  bills. 
That  created  quite  a  lot  of  feeling  against  me  on  the  part  ot  some 
local  leaders,  and  as  to  whether  or  not  I  was  to  be  nominated  I  did 
not  know. 

Now,  if  our  town  of  Lake  people  were  classified  as  Lorimer  wards, 
that  would  add  at  least  that  many  votes  to  his  force.  We  were 
friendly  to  the  Congressman,  I  was  the  congressional  committee- 
man, the  State  committeeman  in  his  district,  and  a  very  active  par- 
ticipant in  managing  his  campaign.  He  was  then  the  Congressman 
from  our  district.  The  same  feeling  that  arose  against  !^«se  and 
Hertz  was  also  against  me,  which  arose  out  of  (he  discussion  in  the 
county  convention  regarding  those  matters. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Mr.  Hertz  and  Mr.  Pease  both  supported  the  AIImi 
bill  and  the  Humphrey  bills,  did  they  not! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Ido  not  recall  so.     t  think  they  did  not 
Mr.  Hanect.  Do  you  not  know  that  they  did ! 
Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know :  but  I  think  not-. 
Mr.  Hanecy.  You  would  not  testify  to  the  fact! 
Mr.  Den^n.  No;  I  do  not  know.     I  was  State's  attorney,  and  hid 
a  busv  office  and  could  not  keep  track  of  all  those  matters.    The 
records  will  show. 
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Mr.  Hanect.  The  gKS-consoIidation  bill  was  held  to  be  valid  by  the 
Supreme  Court  afterwards! 

Mr.  Dekeen.  Yes;  on  a  case  that  I  instituted  against  it.  I  tost 
the  case. 

Mr.  Hamect.  Well,  the  Supreme  Court  held 

Mr.  Deneen.  (interrupting).  Oh,  yes;  it  held  it  to  be  constitu- 
tional; yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  What  was  the  occasion  of  the  break  between  Senator 
Lorimer  and  his  friends  on  one  side,  and  Henry  Hertz  and  his 
friends  on  the  other. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know.  The  general  impression  was  that  it 
arose  out  of  the  contest  in  the  convention  of  1898,  and  the  years 
preceding  m;  nomination. 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  is,  you  say  the  breach  came  with  Henry  Hertz 
in  1898 » 

Mr.  Deneen.  At  the  convention  of  1898. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  told  us,  Governor,  that  the  leaders  wei'e  Senator 
Lorimer,  Henry  Hertz,  James  Pease,  and  Dr.  Jamieson.  When  did 
that  leadership  change  f 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  the  exact  time. 

Mr.  Han4^-  I  vill  leave  that  for  the  present.  James  Pease  was 
elected  sheriff! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  In  1894? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  so;  yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  was  sheriff  for  four  yearst 

Mr.  Deneen.  Four  years. 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  is  the  largest  executive  ofBce  in  the  county  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  so.  Wwl,  it  is  a  large  office.  I  do  not  icnow 
whether  it  is  lar^r  than  the  treasurer's  office  or  not. 

Mr.  Hanect.  It  is  the  head  of  the  county  ticket,  generally! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Dr.  Jamieson  was  elected  clerk  of  the  appellate 
court,  was  he  not! 

Mr.  Deneen.  In  1894! 

Mr.  Haneot.  No.    Back  about  that  time.    It  is  not  material. 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  elected — I  do  not  recall  when.  I  think  it 
was  1896. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  then  he  was  reelected! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Tea. 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  was  a  very  important  office,  was  it  not! 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  clerk  of  the  court.  It  is  an  important  branch 
of  the  appellate  court. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Roy  0.  West  was  a  close  friend  of  yours,  and  is  now! 

Mr.  Denebn.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  that  friendship,  personal  and  political,  orig- 
inated when,  Governor! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  it  began  in  1891  or  1892. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Hiat  is  when  you  first  became  active? 

Mr.  Deni^n.  No;  I  became  active.  I  think,  in  1888. 

Mr.  Hanect.  1868! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  it  was.  That  1m.  I  took  part  in  the  cam- 
paign. 
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Mr.  Hanbct.  That  is,  you  and  Mr,  West  and  your  friends  and  his 
became  active  in  the  town  of  Lake  politics  in  1888! 

Mr.  Deneen.  No.  Mr,  West  was  not  a  resident  of  the  town  at 
that  time.  He  was  not  a  resident  of  the  town  of  Lake.  If  I  recall 
it,  I  think  he  came  to  the  city  after  that.  I  think  I  met  him  in  1892, 
but  I  am  not  sure.     It  may  nave  been  1891. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  and  Mr.  West  were  living  in  Senator  Lorimer's 
congressional  district  when  Senator  Lorimer  was  first  elected  to 
Congress  t 

!N&.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  HiNEcr.  And  you  and  Mr.  West  were  for  Senator  Xiorimer 
at  that  time? 

Mr.  Denbbn.  Very  actively  for  him. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  afterwards  Senator  Lorimer  and  his  friends 
helped  to  nominate  you  both  times} 

Mr.  Deneen.  Both  Mr.  West  and  myself. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  Roy  O.  West  was  nominated  and  elected  city  attor- 
ney of  Chicago  in  the  spring  of  1895,  was  he  nott 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  the  exact  year.  I  think  that  was  so; 
about  1895. 

Mr.  Hanect.  It  was  the  time  that  George  P.  Swift  was  elected 
mayor ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  he  ran  with  Mayor  Swift. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  was  in  1895! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  the  election  was  in  April  of  that  year! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  Was  he  reelected  city  attorney! 

Mr.  Deneen.  No. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  ran  for  two  years! 

Mr.  Denebn.  Two  years;  yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  then  Mr.  West  was  nominated  and  elected 
through  the  efforts  of  Senator  Lorimer  and  his  friends! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Elected  a  member  of  the  board  of  review,  you  mean? 

Mr.  Hanecy.  No  ;  T  mean  city  attorney. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  so;  yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Mr.  West  had  not  been  prominent  in  city  politics 
outside  of  his  ward  or  senatorial  district  prior  to  that! 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  prominent  in  the  four  wards  of  the  town  of 
Lake  only,  I  think,  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Mr.  Roy  O.  West  was  nominated  for  the  position  of 
member  of  the  board  of  review  of  Chicago  in  1898,  was  he  not! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  the  year.  I  think  it  was  about  that 
time. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  he  was  elected! 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  elected. 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  year! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  He  was  nominated  throu^  the  efforts  of  Senator 
Lorimer  and  his  friends? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  he  was  nominated,  I  think,  by  acclamation. 
As  I  recall  it.  he  whs  nominated  by  acclamation.  Mr.  Lorimer  was 
very  strongly  for  him. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  the  term  of  that  office  is  six  years! 
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Mr.  Denbbn.  Six  years;  yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  But  nis  first  term,  commencing  in  1898,  was  divided ; 
that  is,  there  were  three  members  of  the  board  of  review  of  Chicago^ 

Mr.  Dbneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  It  is  now  the  board  of  review  of  Cook  County? 

Mr.  Denexn.  I  thought  it  was  then.     Chicago  is  the  principal  p&rt. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  Very  well.  And  at  the  first  election  tne  three  mem- 
bers of  the  board  drew  lots  to  see  which  would  have  the  two-year 
term,  which  the  four-year  term,  and  which  the  six-year  term? 

Mr.  Denben.  I  presume  so.     The  law  required  it. 

Mr.  Hawecy.  Mr.  West  drew  the  four -year  term ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  that  was  his  term. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  Mr.  West  was  renominated  in  1902  for  the 
board  of  review,  was  he  not  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  nominated  to  succeed  himself.  I  think  it 
was  in  1902. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  And  that  was  for  a  six-year  term? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanbot.  And  he  was  renominated  for  that  office  through  the 
efforts  of  Senator  Lorimer  and  his  friends  ? 

Mr.  Dbnxen.  The;  all  favored  him,  I  think.  Again  by  accla- 
mation. 

Mr.  Hakbot.  Then  Mr.  West  was  elected  that  year,  too,  was  he 

BOtt 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  he  was  renominated  for  the  same  place  in  1908, 
was  he  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  reelected! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  And  is  now  a  member  of  the  board  of  review  t 

Mr.  Denbbn.  Yes;  he  is  now  a  member  of  the  board  of  review. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  Mr.  West  is  chairman  of  the  Kepublican  State  cen- 
tral committee? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  is;  yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  he  has  been  fiver  Eonce  you  were  nominated  for 
governor  in  1904? 

Mr.  Denben.  Well,  he  was  chosen,  I  think,  by  the  committee  im- 
mediateh'  after  I  was  nominated. 

Mr.  ILiNECT.  Yes.  The  governor  generally  designates  the  chair- 
man of  the  Bepublican  State  central  committee. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  the  practice.  For  a  long  time  he  was, 
and  I  think  Qov.  Yates  designated  his  (^airman.  I  do  not  know, 
beyond  that. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  have,  ever  since  you  have  been  governor,  recom- 
mended or  designated  a  man  that  you  would  like  to  have  chairman 
of  the  Republican  State  central  committee! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  to  do  that,  because  ho 
had  been  the  chairman  of  my  campaign  committee.  I  think  it  was 
takwi  as  a  matter  of  course,  and  that  there  was  no  occasion  for  a 
request. 
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Mr.  Hanecy.  And  everybody  in  Illinois  knew  that  you  and  Roy 
West 

Mr.  Deneen  (interrupting).  We  were  very  friendly. 

Mr.  Hanecy  (continuing).  Were  close  enough  to  each  other,  po- 
litically and  otherwise,  so  that  you  would  want  himt 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  I  think  so;  yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  In  1900  there  was  a  break  by  Mr.  Hertz  and  Mr. 
Pease  away  from  the  so-called  Lorimer  organization,  was  there  not* 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  the  break  occurred,  as  I  said,  in  1898.  I  was 
not  on  such  familiar  terms  with  them  as  to  know  just  when  their 
differences  occurred. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  Did  not  the  break  occur  in  the  convention  at  Peoria 
when  Mr.  Hertz  and  Mr.  Pease  supported  Mr.  Walter  Reeves? 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  did;  but  I  say  I  do  not  know  when  the  break 
occurred  preceding  that.  I  know  that  they  did  not  favor  the  same 
candidates  at  Peoria. 

Mr,  Hanect.  They  separated  at  that  time — in  1900 — anyway,  if 
they  had  not  before  f 

Mr.  Deneen.  Senator  Lorimer's  friends  favored  you,  and  they 
favored  Judge  Carter,  of  the  supreme  c(mrt,  who  is  now  chief  justice. 

Mr.  Hanect.  They  did  that  for  awhile ;  and  then  they  tried  to  go 
to  Reeves,  did  they  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  how  many  of  them  tried.  Mr,  Hertz 
did. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  is  what  I  mean;  the  leader  did? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes.  I  think  Mr.  Pease  followed;  but  it  was  a 
matter  in  which  there  was  much  excitement. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  The  result  was  that  Senator  Lorimer  and  his  friends 
Dominated  Richard  Yates  for  Governor? 

Mr,  Deneen,  Yes.     We  voted  for  Governor  Yates  in  our  town. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  so  did  you  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  did.  Our  delegation  did,  rather,  I  think  I  was 
B  member  of  the  delegation. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  When  I  say  "you,"  I  mean  your  delegation. 

Mr.  Deneeh,  I  think  I  was  a  member  of  the  delegation,  and  it  was 
«  unanimous  vote. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  were  chairman  of  your  delegation ! 

Mr,  Deneen,  Yes;  and  gave  him  the  largest  vote  of  any  political 
unit  in  the  State;  I  think  so;  certainly  in  Chicago, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  In  1900  a  new  political  organization  was  created  in 
Chicago,  was  it  not,  consisting  of  Fred  A,  Bnsse,  James  Pease,  Henry 
Hertz,  John  Hanberg,  and  James  Reddick? 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  can  not  answer  that  question  definitely.  Do  you 
mean  to  say  that  they  got  together  and  created  an  organization  ? 

Mr.  Hanecy.  What  I  mean  is  that  in  the  northwest  side,  where 
Henry  Hertz  had  been  influential,  James  Reddick  took  his  plaoe. 

Mr,  Deneen,  He  was  regarded  as  the  most  influential  Republican 
in  that  section  of  the  city;  yes,' 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Yes.  Mr,  Hertz  went  out  of  the  leadership  in  that 
part  of  the  city,  and  out  of  the  leadership  generally,  and  James  Red- 
dick took  his  place,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  Reddick  was  considered  the  most  influential 
man  at  that  time. 
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Mr.  Hanbcy.  Yes,  And  he  became  leader  in  place  of  Henry 
Hertz,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  considered  so. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  John  Hanberg  became  the  leader  in  Hyde 
Park,  did  he  not,  in  place  of  Dr.  Jamieson? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  as  to  that.  There  were  some  differ- 
ences of-  opinion  as  to  whether  he  had  a  majority  or  not.  I  do  not 
know;  but  I  think  he  was  regarded  as  the  leader  of  men  who  were 
working  together  there.  Whether  he  had  a  majority  of  the  vote  or 
not,  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  Hanberg  and  Jamieson  had  been  close  friends? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes, 

Mr.  Hanect,  And  Jamieson  had  supported  Hanberg  for  chair- 
man of  the  county  board,  and  had  him  nominated  and  elected  * 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  had  supported  each  other  on  various  occasions. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Fred  A.  Buase,  about  1900,  became  an  importanf 
political  factor  in  the  north  town  of  Chicago,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  Denkbn.  I  do  not  know  just  the  time,  but  he  was  a  very  im: 
portant  and  influential  Republican  there,  and  has  been  for  years. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  James  Pease  was  in  the  northeast — in  Lake 
View? 

Mr.  Deneen.  In  Lake  View:  yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  did  not  Busse,  Pease,  Hertz,  Hanberg,  Red- 
dick,  and  the  newspapers  form  a  new  organization  politically  at  that 
time? 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  do  not  think  so.  T  do  not  know  of  any  organiza- 
tion formed  by  the  newspapers  and  those  men  that  you  refer  to. 

Mr.  Hanect,  Did  not  the  newspapers  support  the  ticket  and  the 
policies  and  plans  of  those  men? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think,  as  a  general  rule,  they  di<l. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Yes, 

Mr.  Deneen,  They  supported  certain  men  on  the  ticket.  Thej* 
nominated  the  ticket.  The  men  who  came  from  the  groups  of  terri- 
tories where  these  gentlemen  resided,  and  where  they  were  influential, 
I  think  nominated  the  ticket. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  that  commenced  in  1900,  right  after  the  Peoria 
convention,  did  it  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  I  do  not  recall  exactly.  You  stated  a  minute 
ago  that  Senator  Lorimer  was  in  control  in  1902  of  the  convention. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Yes. 

Mr.  Deneen.  And  you  say  this  organization  was  formed  in  1900? 

Mr.  Hanect.  Yes;  I  did  not  say  they  were  controlling. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh;  I  do  not  know.  I  could  not  answer  definitely 
on  that. 

Mr.  Hanect.  But  they  commenced  to  break  away  from  the  old 
organization  and  started,  or  attempted  to  form,  a  new  organization 
right  after  1900? 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  differed  as  to  their  policies  from  1898  on. 
Some  differences  arose. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  the  newspapers  supported  the  men  and  candi- 
dates of  Busse,  Pease,  West,  Hanberg,  and  Reddick  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Deneen.  My  best  recollection  is  that  the  newspapers  have 
supported  candidates  of  both  factions  that  have  been  on  the  ticket. 
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I  think  most  tickets  have  been  made  up  of  men  friendly  to  both 
organizations. 

Mr.  Hanect.  When  did  you  and  Fred  Busse,  James  Pease,  Junes 
Reddick,  John  Hanberg,  and  Mr.  Weber,  from  the  country  towns, 
organize  t 

Mr.  Deneem.  I  do  not  recall  that  ve  ever  organized. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  When  did  you  come  together,  informally  or  other- 
wise? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  have  met  vith  those  gentlemen  since  I  became  a 
member  of  the  committee  of  the  county,  and  preceding  that  time 
when  I  was  a  member  of  the  city  committee  of  Chicago. 

Mr.  Hamect.  What  did  you  say  f 
^  Mr.  Denebn.  Preceding  that  time,  when  I  was  a  member  of  the 
city  coomiittee  of  Chicago,  I  served  on  both  committees  at  different 
times. 

Mr.  Hanect.  When  you  became  a  candidate  for  governor,  which 
I  tiiink  you  told  me  was  in  1903 

Mr.  Deneem.  I  think  I  announced  my  candidacy  in  October,  1903, 
if  I  remember  correctly.  It  was  the  Ortober  or  September  preceding 
the  primaries.    It  was  in  the  falL 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  at  that  time  Frank  Xoyes  was  the  managing 
editor  of  the  Chicago  Record-Herald  was  he? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  And  Victor  Lawson  of  the  News? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  And  Bob  Patterson  of  the  Tribune? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Hanbct,  And  those  three  papers  worked  tc^ther  politically  t 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  would  not  say  so.  Thev  favored  my  candidacy. 
As  to  passing  on  what  they  did  on  all  other  matters,  I  could  not 
state. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  Busse,  Pease,  Reddick,  Hanberg,  and  W^>er 
favored  your  candidacy,  did  they  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  in  the  State  convention  that  met  in  the  spring 
of  1904,  those  men  last  named  were  supporting  you,  and  the  news- 
papers named,  the  Tribune,  the  Record-Herald,  and  the  Daily  News, 
were  supporting  you  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Busse,  Pease,  Reddick,  Hanberg,  and  Weber  had 
been  in  the  so-called  Lorimer  organization  prior  to  that  time,  had 
they  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  had  worked  together,  and  had  worked  sepa- 
rately. Your  question  I  think  conveys  an  erroneous  meaning.  Hiere 
was  no  organized  corporation. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  dia  not  say  they  were  incorporated. 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  workea  together,  and  they  worked  against  each 
other,  as  their  interests  required.  They  represented  their  constitu- 
ents and  their  interests. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  Can  you  tell  now  any  single  instance  where  those 
men  worked  against  the  newspapers,  or  the  newspapers  against 
them? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  understand  that  there  was  any  issue  against 
the  newspapers  there. 
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Mr.  Hanect.  Did  the  newspapers  work  against  them,  or  they 
against  each  other  t 

Mr.  Demeen.  1  would  have  to  refresh  my  recollection  by  running 
through  the  list  of  candidates,  and  could  give  my  judgment  then. 

Mr.  HANEcr.  Nothing  comes  to  your  mind  nowf 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  no.  1  think  at  various  times  the  newspapers 
have  criticized  every  one  of  them  and  favored  every  one  of  them. 
That  has  been  my  experience. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  they  criticized  you  at  times? 

Mr.  Denbbn.  Very  bitterly. 

Mr.  Hanect.  But  th^  have  not  done  that  since  1904,  have  theyt 

Mr.  Dbnbbn.  Since  1906,  I  think.  Some  of  them  have.  The 
Chronicle,  the  Journal,  and  the  Inter-Ocean  have  kept  up  a  coa- 
tinuODs  performance,  1  think.  There  was  scarcely  a  day  but  my 
name  appeared  in  the  Inter-Ocean. 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  am  asking  about  the  Tribune,  the  News,  and  the 
Record-Herald. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  did  not  catch  your  question. 

Mr.  Hanect.  They  have  not  opposed  you  since  1904,  have  theyf 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  have  criticized  me  occasionally,  but  I  do  not 
think  they  have  opposed  me;  I  think  they  have  favored  my  candida- 
cies from  the  time  I  was  nominated  for  the  general  asseinbly,  in 
1892 — the  old  Record  and  the  succeeding  Record-Herald. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Mr.  Noyes  was  not  on  the  Record-Herald  then! 

Mr.  Deneen.  No. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  Robert  M.  Patterson  was  not  in  control  of  the 
Tribune? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  Tribune  favored  my  candidacy  for  representa- 
tive in  1892  very  stronglv. 

Mr.  Hanect.  In  181^? 

Mr.  Deneen.  And  they  favored  the  candidacy  of  Mr.  McMiirdy, 
and  we  were  both  elected,  notwithstanding  the  district  went  Demo- 
cratic. That  happened  under  our  peculiar  minority  repres«itation 
system.  They  favored  us  both  very  strongly,  and  nave  favored  us 
since. 

Mr.  Haneot.  Do  you  say  the  district  went  Democratic? 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  did.    It  elected  a  Democratic  State  senator. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Only  as  to  the  State  senator,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  it  went  Democratic.  It  was  the  landslide 
of  1892.  President  Cleveland  was  elected  at  that  time,  and  Gov. 
Altgeld  WBS  elected  at  that  time.  Mr.  West's  brother-in-law  was 
elected  State's  attorney  at  that  time,  and  the  Democrats,  Mr.  Mclner- 
ney  and  Mr.  McKenney,  who  were  the  candidates  against  Mr,  Mc- 
Murdy  and  myself,  got  more  votes  than  we  did,  but  our  vote  was  200 
apart  in  a  vote  of  40,000,  while  they  ran  apart  nearly  10,000. 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  was  because  of  the  cumulative  system  of 
voting  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Because  of  the  cumulative  system  of  voting.  The 
Tribime  supported  candidates  of  both  parties  to  avoid  that,  oecause 
for  two  preceding  elections  the  Republicans  had  carried  the  district 
by  a  very  large  vote;  but,  notwithstanding  that  fact,  because  of  dif- 
ferences between  the  politicians  in  Hyde  Park  and  the  town  of  Lake, 
the  Republicans  had  a  minority  and  the  Democrats  a  majority. 
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Mr.  Hanecy.  Was  Mr.  Leroy  West's  brother-in-law  elected  State's 
attorney  ? 

Mr.  Deneen-.  State  senator. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  said  State's  attorney,  but  yon  meant  State  sena- 
tor? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  meant  State  senator. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  was  C.  Porter  Jdinson? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanect.  He  was  on  the  Democratic  ticket? 

Mr.  Denbbn.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  he  ran  at  the  same  time  with  you  and  Mc- 
Murdy  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Hanect,  After  1904,  Governor,  there  were  other  combina- 
tions of  political  leaders  in  Chicago,  consisting  of  yourself,  Fred 
Busse,  and  Daniel  Campbell,  the  present  postmaster,  James  Pease, 
Mr,  Weber  from  the  country  towns,  and  Mr.  Hanberg  from  Hyde 
Park.    That  is  right,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  were  still  committeemen,  active  in  the  work, 

Mr.  Hanect.  They  were  still  leaders? 

Mr.  Deneen.  In  tneir  several  wards  and  country  districts. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  you  and  they,  with  the  assistance  of  the  news- 
papers, had  acquired  a  control  in  the  conventions  that  met  after  that 
time,  had  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  after  that  time  we  had  a  primary  law.  Al- 
tiiough  we  have  had  three  of  them  declared  unconstitutional,  they 
have  each  of  them  been  in  force  when  the  primaries  were  held. 

Mr.  Hanect.  We  know  that  it  was  after  that ;  but  it  was  not  im- 
mediately after  that,  was  it? 

Mr.  E>ENEEN.  I  think  so.  I  think  we  enacted  a  primary  law  at  the 
first  term  of  the  general  assembly  that  met  after  I  was  elected. 

Mr.  Hanect.  What  is  that? 

Mr,  Deneen.  The  first  primary  law,  according  to  my  recollection, 
was  enacted  at  the  first  legislature  which  succeeded  my  inaugura- 
tion; and  that  was  operative  at  the  next  contest. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  That  was  the  first  direct  primary  law  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  In  our  State;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Was  that  a  compulsory  primary  law,  or  merely 
advisory  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Advisory  on  United  States  Senator,  as  I  recall  it. 
and  compulsory  otherwise. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Was  it  not  a  delegate  primary  law  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Delegate  and  direct  both.  I  think  the  provision  was 
that  if  a  man  rereived  a  majority  of  the  votes,  he  was  nominated.  I 
can  get  the  law  here,  and,  as  I  recall  it  now,  there  was  a  delegate  dis- 
trict law,  with  ft  provision  that  the  delegates  were  instructed  by  a 
plurality  vote  to  vote  by  one  ballot  for  the  one  who  had  the  plu- 
rality, and  after  that  it  was  left  to  the  convention.  The  law  can  be 
produced  here.  There  are  so  many  laws,  it  is  pretty  hard  to  keep 
their  provisions  apart, 

Mr.  Hanect.  What  was  the  first  convention  that  was  held  after 
that  primary  law  went  into  effect? 

Mr.  DenEen.  The  first  State  convention,  you  mean? 
Mr.  Hanect.  Or  county. 


H;»  Google 


SEMATOfi   FEOM  lUJKOIB.  1181 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  first  county  and  State  convention  both  would  be 
in  1906,  two  years  later. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  wherever  there  was  a  primary  law  passed  by  the 
legislature  and  signed  by  the  governor,  the  political  parties  worked 
under  that  primary  lawj  eonce<ling  its  validity  and  working  under 
it,  and  nominating  candidates  under  if  until  the  supreme  court  held 
it  unconstitutional? 

Mr.  Dbmeen.  Until  the  Supreme  Court  held  it  unconstitutional,  It 
was  the  law. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  So  that  all  of  the  conventions  and  all  of  the  nomina^ 
ti<His  for  the  different  State,  county,  and  citv  offices  were  held  and 
nominated  under  the  different  primary  lawsf 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  isj  after  1904? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Beginning  with  1905, 1  think;  yes,  after  1904. 

Mr,  Hanect.  Do  you  remember  the  time  when  Judge  Rinaker  was 
nominated  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do. 

Mr,  Hanect.  For  county  judge  I 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanect.  His  term  was  for  four  years! 

Mr.  Deneen.  For  four  years. 

Mr.  Hanecv.  And  do  you  remember  the  time  that  Joe  Haas  was 
nominated  at  the  primaries  for  county  clerk? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  do. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  do  you  remember  the  candidates  who  ran  against 
them? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  candidate  against  Mr.  Haas  was  Mr.  Joseph  J. 
Badenoch. 

Mr.  Hanect".  And  the  candidate  against  Judge  Sinaker? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  candidate  against  him  was  Judge  Charles 
Ailing, 

Mr.  Hanecv.  And  they  submitted  their  names,  with  others,  as 
candidates  at  the  primaries  preceding  that  election  ? 

Mr,  Deneen.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Hanecy,  What  year  was  that.  Governor? 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  think  that  was  in  1906. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  You  and  your  friends  controlled  the  political  organi- 
zation of  the  State  and  in  the  county  of  Cook  at  that  time,  did  you 
not,  Governor? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  whether  we  controlled  if  or  not,  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Do  you  not  know? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No.  A  good  many  men  favored  certain  men  and 
measures  that  were  carried  through;  but  as  to  whether  two  or  three 
men  controlled  them  or  not  I  think  is  hardly  probable. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  not  you  and  Fred  A.  Busse  and  James  Pease 
and  Mr.  Weber  and  John  Hanberg — he  was  alive  at  that  time,  wa» 
he  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  you  not  meet  together  and  arrange  a  slate  of 
candidates  fo  be  voted  for  at  the  primaries?  ' 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  n  conference  was  held  at  Republican  head- 
quarters, and  the  committee — not  officially,  but  members  of  the  com- 
mittee, a  majority  of  the  members — favored  certain  men  and  tried 
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to  divide  the  officers  that  were  to  be  nominated  among  the  different 
gecM^raphical  areas  of  the  city,  and  tried  to  meet  the  requirementa 
of  the  elements  in  our  party,  geographical,  nationalistic,  and  others, 
to  get  up  a  ticket  that  would  unite  the  different  forces  that  we  hoped 
would  finally  elect  a  Republican  ticket. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  it  also  arranged  for  the  nomination  of  the 
friends  of  the  different  leaders  in  the  different  geographies!  subdi- 
visions, did  it  nott 

Mr,  Denzen.  I  think  those  men  were  chosen  by  each  district. 

Mr.  Hanect.  The  primary  law  was  enacted  for  the  purpose  of 
preventing  that  sort  of  meeting  and  organization,  was  it  not  I 

Mr.  Deneen.  Not  in  the  least;  on  the  contrary,  to  favor  itj  to  give 
an  opportunity  for  the  various  elements  to  have  the  facilities  for 
expressing  their  views. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Was  Senator  Lorimer,  or  were  any  of  his  friends, 
invited  into  that  conference  to  name  their  slate  to  be  voted  for  at 
that  primary} 

Mr.  Denebn.  I  do  not  recall  whether  he  wag  invited  or  not  1 
think  he  was  not  there,  but  I  think  that  the  committeemen  were 
invited,  as  they  checked  up  the  different  forces  and  gave  an  oppor- 
tunity for  all  to  come.    That  has  been  the  custom. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Is  it  not  a  feet,  (Jovemor,  that  Senator  Lorimer  was 
invited,  with  frienda  of  his,  into  that  conference,  by  you  and  your 
friends,  and  did  not  Senator  Lorimer  send  back  word  that  he  had 
been  opposed  to  that  direct-primary  law  because  it  did  not  permit 
representation  of  the  different  subdivisions,  geographically,  or  by 
the  different  nationalities,  but  that  it  was  the  law,  xnd  he  was  going 
to  obey  the  law  and  was  not  going  to  enter  into  any  conference  or 
combination  to  name  a  slate  of  candidates  to  be  voted  for  by  the 
people  at  that  primary? 

Mr.  Deneen.  To  the  first  part  of  your  question,  I  feel  sure  he  was 
invited.  As  to  the  second  part,  I  do  not  know  what  he  stated,  because 
I  was  not  one  of  those  who  conveyed  the  invitation. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  were  the  leader  at  that  time,  were  you  not! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  I  think  not.    I  was  not  the  leader ;  no. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Who  was  the  leader! 

Mr.  Deneen.  There  was  not  any  leader.  They  had  a  number  of 
men  who  were  active  in  the  party,  and  they  met  and  agreed  upon  a, 
general  policy,  but  there  was  no  man  who  has  been  a  leader,  and 
uiere  never  has  been  in  our  county  who  has  had  entire  leadership 
any  more  than  in  any  large  legislative  body. 

Mr.  Hanect.  In  1906  there  was  a  slate  preparedj  then,  by  you  and 
your  friends,  whom  I  have  named  here,  and  submitted  to  the  Tot«nj 
at  the  primaries,  and  it  was  published  generally  by  the  newspapers 
as  the  slate  that  the  organization— — 

Mr.  Deneen.  Recommended  to  the  voters. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Recommended  to  the  voters. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes,  sir ;  it  was  done  openly. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  the  organization  men  throughout  the  county 
were  requested  to  support  that  slate! 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  were,  and  the  Republicans. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Others  filed  petitions  under  the  law  and  sutxnitted 
their  names  to  be  voted  for — others  than  those  who  had  been  selected 
by  the  organization  of  leaders ! 
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Mr.  Denben.  Qiiite  a  large  number,  I  think. 

Mr.  Hahbct.  And  two  of  those  were  Charles  Ailing,  for  the  office 
of  county  judge,  and  Joseph  Badenoch,  for  the  office  of  county  clerk ! 

Mr.  Dekeen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Charles  Ailing  got  a  majority  of  the  votes  cast,  or  a 
plurality  of  all  the  votes  cast  at  that  primary,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  he  received  a  plurality  rather  than  a  ma- 
jority of  the  votes  cast,  and  Judge  Rinaker  received  the  instructions 
of  a  large  majority  of  the  delegates,  which,  under  the  law,  required 
them  to  vote  for  him. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Instructions  from  whom  ? 

Mr.  Dentin.  From  the  people — the  Kepublicans  who  voted  at  the 
primaiy. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Do  tou  mean  that  Judge  Rinaker  got  more  votes  in 
the  direct  primary  than  Charles  Ailing  did  ? 

Mr.  Dekeeh.  He  had  more  delegates.  As  I  said,  the  law  pro- 
vided that  the  candidates'  names  should  go  on  the  ballot  The 
elector  had  an  opportunity  to  indicate  his  choice.  The  law  required, 
or  directed,  that  the  delegates  should  vote  in  his  first  ballot  tor  the 
man  who  had  received  the  plurality  on  the  delegate  ticket,  and  Mr. 
Rinaker  had  received  a  pluralitv  in  the  various  precincts;  enough 
to  make  his  delegates,  I  think,  aoout  two-thirda,  was  it  not— a  very 
large  number. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Were  you  asking  that  question  of  Mr.  Healy  or  of 
the  reporter! 

Mr.  Denbbn.  I  looked  to  Mr,  Healy,  because  I  knew  he  would  be 
fiuniliar  with  it,  because  Mr.  Rinaker  came  from  his  district. 

Mr.  Hanect.  But  you  did  not  know? 

Mr.  Denebn.  Oh,  no ;  I  looked  to  him. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Joseph  Badenoch  received  a  majority  of  all  the  votes 
cast  at  that  election,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  so,  but  I  think  he  received  a  plurality 
of  the  votes  cast,  but  Mr.  Haas  received  the  instructions,  under  the 
law,  for  a  large  majority  of  the  delegates  to  be  cast  on  one  ballot, 
and  as  he  had  a  very  large  majority  there  was  no  occasion  for  a 
second  ballot. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  there  were  only  two  candidates 
at  that  primary  for  the  office  of  county,  judge,  and  that  Charles  Ail- 
ing— or  there  may  have  been  three — received  a  majority  of  the  votes? 

Mr.  DsNQiN.  I  do  not  recall  that.  I  do  not  think  so.  The  records 
would  show,  I  know  Judge  Rinaker  received  a  very  large  majority 
of  the  instructed  delegates  for  him. 

Mr,  Hankct.  But  the  direct  vote  of  the  people  was  largely  in  favor 
of  Charles  Ailing, 

Mr,  Deneen,  I  do  not  know  how  largely, 

Mr,  Hanect.  Was  it  not  more  than  10,000? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  the  number. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  there  were  but  two  candidates  at  that  primary 
for  the  office  of  county  clerk — Joe  Haas  and  Joseph  Badenoch  t 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  were  the  prominent  ones.  I  do  not  recall 
whether  anyone  else  ran  or  not. 

Mr.  Healt.  If  that  is  material,  we  can  agree  upon  that.  There 
can  be  no  question  about  the  facts. 
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Mr.  Hanect,  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  Joseph  Badenoch  received  mora 
than  700  majority  at  that  primary? 

Mr,  Deneen,  I  do  not  recall  that  he  received  a  majority  of  the 
delegates  instructed  under  the  law. 

Afr.  IIanecy,  Then,  your  remembrance  of  the  law  is  that  the  law 
provided  that  the  people  might  vote  directly  for  the  candidates  they 
preferred 

Mr.  Denben.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  For  the  different  offices! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  But  that  delegates  were  also  elected  in  the  different 
subdivisions  of  the  different  political  leaders! 

Mr,  Deneen.  On  the  same  ticket  with  the  candidates;  the  dele- 
gates were  named  on  the  same  ticket. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  that  those  delegates  met  in  the  convention  after 
the  vote  had  been  taken ) 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  what  was  the  result  as  to  Charles  Ailing? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  defeated.  Judge  Sinaker  was  nominated 
on  the  first  ballot, 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  is,  the  delegates  from  the  different  subdiviaons 
named  by  the  different  leaders  in  the  different  subdivisions  set  aside 
the  direct  vote  of  the  people  and  nmninated  fiie  men  who  got  the 
minoritp  vote? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Xot  at  all,  but  exactly  the  reverse.  The  delegates 
were  elected  by  the  people.  They  were  elected  under  the  law  that  re- 
quired them  to  vote  the  first  time  as  directed  by  the  people,  and  they 
aid  so  vote,  and  nominated  in  one  instance  Judge  Kinaker,  and  in 
the  other  Instance  Mr.  Haas.  The  law  was  carried  out  exactly  in 
the  letter  and  the  spirit. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  The  delegates  in  that  convaitJon  did  not  nominate 
for  county  clerk  the  man  who  received  the  hi^est  number  of  votes 
of  the  people  at  that  primary. 

Mr.  Deneen.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  they  did  not  nominate  Charles  Ailing! 

Mr.  Deneen.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  He  received  the  highest  number  of  votes  for  the 
office  of  county  judge  at  that  primary ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  And  the  reason 

Mr.  Hanecy,  Will  you  answer  that  question? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  say  no.  I  say  the  reason  therefor  was  this:  In  a 
large  number  of  precincts — over  a  thousand  in  the  city  of  Chicago, 
1500 — where  there  was  no  contest,  very  few  people  came  out.  and, 
for  instance,  25  vote.s  might  be  cast,  while  there  might  be  another 
case  where  there  was  a  contest  and  400  votes  would  be  cast  and  the 
majority  would  be  but  1,  I  think  Judge  Hanecy's  question  would 
hardly  give  the  conmiittee  a  clear  impression  of  the  situation. 

Senator  Jones.  The  law  requires  the  delegates  elected  fnmi  the 
separate  precincts  to  vote  in  accordance  with  the  vote  of  that  pre- 
cinct on  tJie  first  ballot! 
I     Mr.  Deneen.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Jones,  Notwithstanding  a  man  in  the  whole  county  might 
have  secured  an  aggregate  majority! 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  is  all  there  was  to  it. 
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Senator  Jones.  That  was  the  law  f 

Mr.  Dbneen.  That  was  made  the  issue,  a  sort  of  balloon  issue  for 
awhile,  but  the  people  undei-stood  the  law. 

Senator  Kern.  Mr,  Haas  was  nominated? 

Mr.  Deneek.  Mr.  Haas  was  nominated  for  clerk  and  Judge  Rin- 
aker  for  judge. 

Senator  Kern.  I  am  more  interested  in  Mr,  Haas  and  Mr.  Bade- 
noch, 

Mr.  Dbneen.  Mr.  Haas  was  nominated;  yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Senator  Jones  asked  vou  if  the  law  required  the 
voters  to  instruct  the  delegat«s  how  tney  should  vote  in  that  con- 
vention ? 

Senator  Jones.  Oh,  no.  I  asked  htm  if  the  law  did  not  require 
the  delegates  to  vote  in  accordance  with  the  vote  of  his  precinct. 

Mr,  Hatjecy.  The  law  did  not  require  or  suggest  the  instruction 
of  the  delegates,  how  they  should  vote  in  the  convention,  except  by 
their  direct  vote. 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  law  gave  the  opportunity  to  the  voter  to  indi- 
cate his  choice.  It  was  not  mandatory  that  he  vote  or  that  he  indi- 
cate his  choice,  but  when  the  choice  was  indicated  by  a  plurality, 
then  it  was  mandatory  on  the  delegates  to  ^ow  that  choice  on  the 
first  ballot. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Is  that  one  of  the  laws  that  you  favored  before  the 
le^slature  and  had  passed? 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  was  a  law  that  was  a  compromise  law  that  grew 
out  of  the  contest — the  best  law  that  we  could  get  out  of  that  gen- 
eral assembly. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  that  law  was  held  unconstitutional  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  was. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  you  and  your  friends  controlled  in  that  con- 
vention, did  they  notf 

Mr.  Deneen,  We  voted  with  the  majority. 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  say  you  were  the  majority? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  was  not,  no  sir.  There  were  about  1,500  in  the 
State  convention — about  1,200 

Mr.  Hanect.  When  I  say  "  you  "  I  mean  you  and  your  friends. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  want  to  claim  any  undue  influence.  We 
voted  with  the  majority,  I  think  our  friends — well,  we  were  the 
majority,  if  you  say  they  were  all  our  friends.  I  feel  complimented 
and  accept  it  in  that  way. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  and  Fred  A.  Busse  and  James  Pease,  and  James 
Iteddick,  and  John  Hamberg  and  their  friends  were  in  the  majority 
of  that  convention! 

Mr.  Deneen.  You  have  named  four  in  a  majority  of  l.-'tOO. 

Mr.  Hanect,  And  Mr.  Webber. 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  is  five.    They  were  not  the  majority. 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  say  they  and  their  friends  were  m  the  majority. 
You  do  not  misunderstand  me? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  misunderstand  you,  but  I  do  not  want  to 
testify  to  that,  where  it  will  be  printed  to-morrow,  that  four  or  five 
men  were  in  the  majority,  where  1,500  were.  I  do  not  intend  to  be 
captious  in  the  matter,  hut  I  do  not  care  to  have  a  specific  answer 
given  to  such  a  vague  or  rather  such  a  general  question. 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  will  ask  the  reporter  to  repeat  the  question. 
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(The  reporter  read  the  question  as  follows:) 

Xou  and  Fred  A.  Busee  and  James  Pease  and  James  Reddick  and  John  Han- 
berg  and  their  friends  were  In  the  majority  In  that  convention? 

Mr.  Hanect.  Were  you  not! 

Mr.  Dbnsen.  We  voted  with  the  majority. 

Mr.  HAmEor.  And  you  and  those  gentlemen  and  their  friends  were 
in  the  majority  in  that  convention,  were  they  not! 
.   Mr.  Dbneen.  Why,  the  fact  is,  that  I  do  not  think  I  was  a  delegate. 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  did  not  say  that  you  were. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  am  quite  sure  I  did  not  attend  the  convention. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  say  you  and  those  other  gentlem^i  and  yonr  friends 
were  in  the  majority  tn  that  convention,  were  you  notf 

Mr.  Dbneen.  Well,  I  do  not  know  who  the  delc^tes  were.  The 
majority  nominated  the  ticket  that  we  favored  berorehand ;  yes.  I 
do  not  want  to  escape  a  responsibility,  but  I  do  not  care  to  pose  here 
as  being  a  majority  of  1,500. 

Mr.  Hanect.  The  next  law  that  was  passed  by  the  I^islature  for 
a  direct  primary  did  not  permit  a  dele^te  convention,  did  it? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  am  not  sure,  but  I  thmk  not 

Mr.  Hanect.  Kone  of  the  others  after  that  did  permit  the  dele- 
gate convention  as  well  as  a  direct  vote? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes.  I  am  mistaken  on  that.  The  present  laV  has 
a  convention,  and  I  think  that  there  is  in  reference  to  the  nomina- 
tion of  delegates  to  the  national  convention,  in  reference  to  the  nomi- 
mition  of  dele^tes  to  the  State  convention  that  nominates  the  trus- 
tees of  the  University  of  Illinois,  and  some  others,  but  most  of  the 
candidates  are  nominated  directly. 

Mr.  Hanect.  The  present  law,  and  none  of  the  others  after  the 
one  we  have  just  been  talking  about,  permitted  the  election  of  dele- 
gates, and  the  nominating  by  them  of  State  officers,  city  officers,  or 
county  officers  throughout  the  State,  except  the  trustees. 

Mr.  Dbneen.  The  trustees  of  the  University  of  Illinois,  _ 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  the  delegates  to  the  national  convention! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  The  three  laws  that  were  passed  under  your  adminis- 
tration  

Mr.  Deneen.  Four,  for  a  direct  primary. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  say  three  of  the  laws  that  were  passed  under  your 
administration  for  a  direct  primary  were  held  to  be  unconstitu- 
tional by  the  supreme  court? 

Mr.  Deneen.  By  the  supreme  court;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  the  fourth  one  hss  not  been  directly  tested? 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  was  tested,  and  it  is  a  question  whether  or  not  it 
was  directly  tested.    The  supreme  court  has  passed  upon  it 

Mr,  Hanecy.  Passed  on  some  phases  of  it. 

Mr.  Deneen,  Yes ;  on  some  phases  of  it. 

Mr.  Hanect.  But  never  on  a  square  test  as  to  the  constitutionality 
of  the  law  as  the  other  three  laws  were  tested? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  I  would  not  say  as  to  that.  There  is  a  differ- 
ence of  opinion  about  that. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Did  you  take  any  part  in  the  campaign  for  the 
amendment  to  the  constitution  of  the  State  of  Illinois  for  the  voting 
of  $20,000,000  of  bonds  by  the  people  for  a  deep  waterwayt 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  favored  it;  yes,  sir.  ,  -  i 
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Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  you  go  out  through  the  State  and  make 
speeches? 

Mr.  Dekbxm.  I  made  speeches  for  it. 

Mr.  Hankcy.  Where? 

Mr.  Deheen.  Well,  I  do  not  recall  ju.st  where,  but  I  think  I  spoke 
in  all  the  counties  but  two  in  our  State  in  that  campaign,  and  I 
risited  all  of  the  102  counties. 

Mr.  Hamecy.  Did  you  make  speet^hes  in  all  of  the  102  counties 
for  the  deep  waterway? 

Mr.  Dbnbbn.  Oh,  no;  I  made  speeches  and  went  along. 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  am  asking  you  about  speeches  for  that,  on  that 
question  alone. 

Mr.  Denebn.  No  :  I  am  sure  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Hanxcx.  Did  you  in  any  county  in  the  State  ? 

1&.  Denebn.  Oh,  I  did ;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanect.  In  what? 

Mr.  Denxen.  I  do  not  recall  particular  speeches.  It  whs  not  ao 
issue  between  the  parties.  I  think  all  favored  it,  and  I  made  speeches 
for  it,  and  the  charter  and  the  primary,  and  the  civil  service  applied 
to  charitable  and  penal  institutions — generally,  for  the  platform. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  you  ever  make  any  speeches  for  the  deep-water- 
way question  ot^er  than  to  sar  in  substance  iliat  if  the  litigation 
against  the  Economy  Light  &,  Power  Co.  ended  in  favor  of  the  State 
the  people  ought  to  vote  for  the  deep-waterway  law,  and  if  not,  they 
should  vote  against  it? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  I  think  the  legislation  r^ardins  the  Economy 
Light  &  Power  Co.  was  subsequent  to  the  passage  o?  the  conetitn- 
tion&l  amendment    I  do  not  understand  your  question. 

Mr.  Hamecy.  Is  not  that  the  (mly  speech  you  made  in  relaticm  to 
the  deep  waterways  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  no ;  I  think  not.  I  favored  it,  and  I  think  the 
party  favored  it,  if  I  recall. 

Au".  Hanecy.  Let  me  leave  that  for  a  moment,  Governor,  and  go 
back  to  the  primaries.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  you  and  Mr.  Busse  and 
Mr.  Pease  and  Mr.  Hanberg  and  Mr.  Webber,  in  1908,  met  again 
and  framed  a  slate  of  candidates  for  the  people  to  vote  for  at  the 
primaries  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Just  suggest  some  of  the  candidates,  and  it  will  re- 
fresh my  recollection. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  I  said  those  gentlemen  did  meet 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  know ;  but  some  of  the  candidates  who  were  ncsni- 
nated 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Didn't  you  meet?     That  is  the  questitn. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Your  question  is  not  specific  enough  for  me  to  give 
you  an  answer  to  it  It  was  in  1908  when  I  was  a  candidate.  I  met 
with  those  gentlemen  a  number  of  times.  Candidates  were  discussed 
and  considered.  I  think  we  did  not  meet  as  you  indicated  here,  but 
I  am  not  sure.  There  was  a  meeting  once  held  and  they  called  it  a 
conference  rather  than  a  caucus,  and  certain  men  were  niHninated  by 
that  so-called  conference  rather  than  caucus.  I  think  I  was  one  of 
thoee  at  that  time  favored  by  the  Republicans.  Later  a  caucus  was 
held  in  which  I  was  eliminated,  and  we  fought  out  our  battle  on 
the  primary  law. 

&&.  Hanecy.  You  were  eliminated  as  what  ? 
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Mr.  Deneen.  I  was  not  as  I  understand.  There  were  some  very 
fine  distinctions  drawn  on  words  at  that  time,  as  to  whether  I  was 
nominated  in  a  conference  or  a  caucus. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  There  was  a  conference  or  a  caucus  or  a  meeting  of 
the  men  whom  I  have  named  there,  with  you,  in  which  a  slate  or  a 
list  of  candidates  to  be  voted  for  for  the  different  offices  was  recom- 
mended by  those  men  in  the  conference. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  think  I  attended  a  meeting  such  as  you 
refer  to. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Are  you  quite  sure  that  you  did  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  think  so.  I  attended  a  meeting,  or  rather 
I  talked  to  these  gentlemen  regarding  my  own  candidacy.  As  I 
recollect  it  a  conference  was  had  in  reference  to  that,  and  later  a 
conference  was  had  in  which  Senator  Lorimer's  friends  participated, 
in  which  a  number  of  his  friends  were  placed  on  the  ticket,  with  a 
number  of  the  friends  of  the  men  that  you  have  named,  and  that  was 
supported  by  the  organization,  but  I  was  not. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  \Vho  were  the  friends  of  Senator  Lorimer  who  were 
in  that  conference? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall.  If  you  will  name  the  ticket,  I  think 
I  can  tell. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  mean  who  were  named  in  the  conference? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  say  I  did  not  attend  it. 

Mr.  HANEcr.  Is  not  that  one  of  the  conferences  that  Mr.  Lorimer 
refused  to  go  to  or  to  take  part  in? 

Mr.  Deneen,  He  never  refused,  to  me. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  Did  you  never  meet  with  these  leaders  that  I  have 
named  a  short  time  ago,  Mr,  Busse,  Mr.  Pease,  Mr.  Hanberg,  Mr. 
Weber,  Mr.  West,  and  Mr.  Campbell,  since  1908? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  To  form  a  slate? 

Mr.  Deneen.  We  have  met  since  that  time  to  discuss  nominations, 
I  think  several  times,  I  do  not  recall  just  when.  If  you  have  any 
point  in  view,  name  it,  and  I  will  give  vou  my  best  recollection. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  did  not  you  or  tney,  at  that  conference,  name 
a  list  of  candidates  to  be  voted  for  at  the  direct  primary  for  the 
different  offices — candidates  that  you  and  your  associates  recom- 
mended t 

Mr.  Deneen.  My  best  recollection  is  that  I  did  not  at  that  time — 
that  year,  I  say. 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  say  now,  any  time  after  1908? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  would  not  say  as  to  that.  Conventions  occurred  in 
1910,  since  then,  and  judicial  conventions  have  occurred  where  no- 
body would  be  nominated  but  the  judges.  I  assume  we  met.  I  do 
not  recollect  it.  The  committee  meets,  and  I  was  a  committeeman, 
and  am  yet.  I  |ust  assume  that  I  was  there.  I  have  not  been  very 
active  in  attending  the  meetings  of  the  committee ;  in  fact,  my  at- 
tendance has  been  nominal  since  I  have  been  governor.  I  think  I 
attended  once  or  twice. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  not  you  and  the  others  that  I  have  named  meet 
at  James  Pease's  house  and  form  a  slate  of  candidates  to  be  voted 
for  by  the  people  at  the  direct  primaries? 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  was  in  1910, 1  think. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  My  question  is,  at  any  time  aftra  1908 1 
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Mr.  Dbneen.  Yes;  I  think  we  met  there,  ves;  at  that  time,  1910. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  ^Vhat  time? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  can  not  state  just  the  specific  time.  We  met  two 
or  three  times — several  times. 

Mr.  IIanecy.  And  at  those  meetings  you  agreed  upon  a  slate  of 
candidates  for  the  different  officers  to  be  voted  for  at  the  primaries? 

Mr,  Deneen.  Usually  it  was  done  in  this  way.  The  number  of 
candidates 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Won't  you  "bo  kind  enough  to  answer  the  question  ? 

{The  question  was  repented  as  follows:) 

And  at  tboRe  iiieetltiKS  ya\}  ngreed  ti|>uii  n  state  iit  ciindUlutes  for  tlie  illffer- 
eiit  oBleers  to  be  voted  tor  at  the  prliuarlea? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Not  as  you  express  it.  This  is  what  was  done.  The 
leaders  met  and  discussed  the  number  of  candidates  to  be  nominated, 
then  tried  to  apportion  the  number  of  candidates  in  the  several 
geographical  divisions  of  the  city  of  Chicago,  and  then  each  leader 
would  go  back  and  discuss  the  matter  with  those  whom  he  repre- 
sented in  those  various  subdivisions,  and  come  back,  and  it  occuired 
then,  as  it  occurred  often,  for  instance  in  my  own  case,  that  I  think  ' 
I  have  never  known  all  of  the  men  who  have  been  nominated  on  the  ^ 
county  tickets  since  I  have  been  in  politics,  there  are  so  many  of 
them,  and  we  have  to  follow  the  judgments  of  other  men, 

Mr,  Hanecy.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that,  as  a  result  of  the  goings  and 
comings  of  men  in  that  conference  or  gathering,  a  list  of  candidates 
to  be  voted  for  by  the  people  at  the  direct  primary  was  agreed  upon 
and  sent  out  to  the  different  workers  in  the  different  wards  and  dis- 
tricts of  the  county? 

Mr,  Deneen.  iiVf  recollection  of  it  is  this:  We  discussed 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Will  you  not  be  kind  enough  to  answer  that? 

Mr.  Deneen.  My  recollection  is  this 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  submit  I  ought  to  have  an  answer; 
but  if  the  committee  is  against  me  on  that,  and  simply  wants  a  long 
talk  and  not  an  answer,  I  will  have  to  repeat  my  question  until  I 
get  an  answer.  If  the  governor  will  answer  the  question,  I  have  no 
objection  to  his  telling  anything  he  wants  to  after  that,  but  I  sulnnit 
I  ought  to  have  an  answer  to  my  (Question. 

The  Chairman.  Head  the  question,  Mr.  Reporter, 

(The  reporter  read  the  question,  as  follows:) 

l8  It  not  a  fact  thitt,  as  a  result  of  the  koIdrp  aud  couilnKS  of  the  men  In  that 
conference  or  tfatbetliig,  u  V.st  of  candidates  to  be  voted  for  by  the  i>eop1e  at  the 
direct  prlniaiT  waa  agre«l  urwn  and  sent  out  to  tbe  dlffereut  workers  iu  the 
different  wards  and  districts  of  the  conuty? 

The  Chairman.  I  think  Mr,  Hanecy  is  entitled  to  an  answer  to 
that, 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  involves  so  much  that  you  can  not  answer  it 
"yes"  or  "no"  and  give  any  definite  idea  of  what  occurred;  but  if 
the  committee  rules  that  J  shall  answer  it,  I  shall  do  so  and  then  make 
the  explanation. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  he  is  entitled  to  that. 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  not  as  you  express  it.  Judge  Hanecy.  This 
was  done :  The  men  met  and  discussed  the  matter — those  names — and 
then,  after  they  discussed  the  matter  from  the  standpoint  of  what 
they  conceded  to  be  the  best  interests  of  the  party,  they  went  to  the 
county  committee  or  the  executive  committee  of  the  Republican  Party, 
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and  there  it  was  determined,  and  then  it  was  sent  out;  and  the;  were 
men,  I  think,  whose  advice  was  followed  by  the  committee;  and,  in 
the  end,  they  gathered  the  opinion  and  the  sentiment  of  the  party, 
and  it  was  presented  to  the  county  committee  or  the  executive  com- 
mittee, and  the  statements  were  sent  out — or  recommendaions — from 
the  committee  itself,  and  not  from  those  four  or  five  men,  as  I  under- 
stand it. 

Mr.  Hanect.  As  a  result  of  the  meeting  of  those  leaders  that  I 
have  spoken  of,  and  after  they  had  met  as  many  times  as  you  at 
anybody  else  wanted  to  have  them  meet,  and  they  had  selected  a 
list  of  men  to  be  voted  for  at  the  primanes,  they  submitted  it,  yon 
say,  to  the  executive  committee! 

Mr.  Demeen.  As  I  recall  it. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  then  the  Hat  was  sent  oat  to  the  votersl 

Mr.  Denebn.  I  think  so. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  You  know  so,  do  you  not! 

Mr.  Demeen.  I  did  not  attend  the  meeting  of  the  county  conven- 
tion. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  No  ;  hut  do  you  not  know  it  was  sent  out! 

Mr.  Denebn.  As  a  matter  of  common  inf  (Hmati(m,  I  know  so ;  but 
■I  had  nothing  to  do  with  it  and  did  not  attend  the  county  committee 
meeting. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  How  many  members  of  the  county  executive  com- 
mittee were  there  at  that  time! 

Mr  Deneen.  There  were  41  committeemen. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  said  the  "  executive  wMnmittee." 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  the  number  of  the  executive  committeemen 
varies  from  15  to  17,    I  do  not  recall  the  number. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  Do  you  not  know.  Governor,  that  there  were  never 
more  than  15,  and  that  the  CMistitution  provides  for  only  16! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recollect  that.    It  may  be  so — about  16. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  do  you  not  know  that  the  primary  law  entirely 
obliterates  or  wipes  out  committeemen  in  the  different  wards! 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  It  does  not ! 

Mr,  Deneen.  It  has  not  done  so. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Does  the  primary  law  of  Illinois  in  any  way  recog- 
nize a  committeeman  from  each  ward  or  each  commissioner's  district 
in  the  county,  or  a  county  central  committee,  or  an  executive  com- 
mittee of  a  county  central  committee! 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  primary  law  provides  for  a  ctHnmltteeman. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Will  you  not  answer  that  questitm  yes  or  no!  Then 
you  may  make  any  explanation  you  wish. 

(By  request,  the  stenographer  read  the  question.) 

Mr.  Dbneen.  The  primary  law  does  not  provide  for  an  executive 
committee. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Or  a  county  central  committee  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  committeemen  from  each  precinct  are  the  county 
central  committee.  It  provides  for  the  county  central  committee,  and 
in  our  county  that  would  be  about  1,400;  and  they  act  through  an 
executive  committee. 

,  Mr.  Hanecy.  And  that  is  the  only  committee  that  the  primary 
law  of  Illinois  provides  for — a  committee  composed  of  one  membn* 
from  each  primary  district! 
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Mr.  Deneen.  No. 

Mr.  HANEcr.  I  mean,  each^recinctf 

Mr.  Deneen.  No.  There  is  a  congressional  committee  compris- 
ing the  chairmen  of  the  counties. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  am  speaking  of  the  county  ticket. 

Mr.  Deneen.  You  spoke  about  committed. 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  do  not  mean  the  congressional  or  the  senatCH-ial 
committees. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  say  those  conmiittees  are  created  by  the  law,  as  I 
understand  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  The  county  committee  i 

Mr.  Deneei^.  The  precinct  committeemen.  There  are  about  1,400, 
if  I  recall  it  correctly;  and  they  act  through  an  executive  committee. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  How  do  they  name  the  executive  committee  ? 

Senator  Jones.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  the  terms  of  the  primary  law 
are  material,  why  does  not  the  counsel  put  in  the  record  what  he 
wants  from  the  law  itself,  without  depending  upon  the  recollection 
of  the  witness  i 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  will  stop  now  if  Senator  Jones  or 
any  other  member  of  the  committee  desires  to  have  me  do  so;  but  my 
purpose  was  this:  I  wanted  to  get  that  in  in  connection  with  the 
governor's  testimony  here,  because  he  has,  in  his  direct  examination^ 
said  that  certain  otners  who  were  not  with  him  were  against  certain 
laws  that  he  favored.  The  primary  law  was  the  principal  one  that 
he  named,  and  he  took  to  himself  credit  for  passing  those  laws  and 
enforcing  them  as  reform  laws.  If  that  is  so,  then  it  seems  to  me  that 
we  ought  to  have  here — if  that  was  important — the  real  facts  as  to 
how  the  men  who  passed  that  law,  the  leaders  who  had  it  passed 
and  claimed  credit  for  passing  it,  operated  under  the  law,  or  whether 
there  was  any  change  in  the  actual  method  of  nominating  and  elect- 
ing people  after  that  law  was  passed.  I  submit  that  the  testimony 
here  shows  that  there  has  been  no  change  at  all ;  that  the  caucus  has 
been  in  existence  ever  since. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  feels,  Judge  Hanecy,  that  while  it 
wants  everything  that  Senator  Lorimer  deems  to  be  material  to  his 
interests  growing  out  of  the  direct  examination  here,  it  should  be 
made  as  brief  as  possible.  The  volume  of  the  testimony  is  growing 
so  rapidly  that  we  shall  have  extreme  difficulty  in  examining  it  when 
the  time  comes  for  that  work ;  and  if  you  will  accomplish  this  purpose 
as  briefly  as  possible  we  shall  be  glad. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  appreciate  that  very  much,  Mr.  Chairman  and 
gentlemen,  and  I  submit  that  I  have  taken  very  little  of  the  time  or 
space  of  the  great  volume  of  testimony  in  this  record  so  far. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  not  offered  as  a  criticism,  but  by  way  of 
suggestion. 

Sir.  Hanecy.  I  appreciate  that,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  shall  be  just  as 
brief  as  possible.     Was  my  last  question  answered? 

(By  request,  the  stenographer  read  aloud  the  pending  question,  as 
follows:) 
Mr.  Hahect,  How  do  they  name  the  executive  committee? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Shall  I  answer  that? 
Mr.  Hanecy.  Yes. 
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Mr,  Deneen.  I  understand  that  the  different  precinct  committee- 
men vote  upon  the  executive  committee.     They  are  named  by  vote. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  There  is  not  anything  in  the  priinarj'  law,  is  there, 
Governor,  for  the  selection  of  a  committee  of  any  kind — a  managing 
committee  or  other  committee? 

Mr.  Deneen.  There  is  a  provision  in  the  primary  law  to  select  a 
county  committee  in  that  county,  comprising  about  1,400  persons. 
The  committee  is  authorized  and  directed,  I  think,  to  elect  a  chair- 
man. The  law  stops  there.  There  is  nothing  to  prevent  the  dboosing 
of  an  executive  committee. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  There  is  not  anything  in  the  law  that  permits  any 
committee  to  select  or  recommend  a  list  of  candidates  to  be  voted  for 
at  the  primaries,  is  there? 

Mr.  Deneen.  There  is  nothing  said  about  it  in  the  law,  so  far  as  1 
recollect, 

Mr,  Hanecy.  That  is  what  I  mean. 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  is  not  considered  a  conspiracy  under  the  law  for 
two  or  more  men  to  recommend  to  others  how  they  should  vote. 
That  is  not  in  the  criminal  code,  and  it  is  not  the  purpose  of  the  law. 

Mr.  H.4NECY.  The  law  does  provide  for  the  filing  of  petitions  by 
ajiybody  who  wants  to  file  them  under  the  provisions  of  the  law  and 
become  a  candidate  in  that  way? 

Mr.  Deneen,  If  he  complies  with  the  terms  of  the  law. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  The  ticket  that  was  recommended  to  the  people  by 
this  gathering  that  we  have  been  speaking  of  wa.'*  nominated  at  the 
primaries  and  was  defeated  at  the  election  in  the  fall  of  1010,  was  it 
not? 

Mr.  Denken.  The  ticket  was  defeated  in  1910 — the  county  ticket. 

Mr.  H.\necy.  Every  candidate  on  the  Republican  county  ticket 
was  defeated  except  Charles  S.  Cutting  for  judge  of  the  probate 
court? 

Mr.  Deneen,  And  Judge  Newcomer,  I  think. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  say,  on  the  county  ticket. 

Mr.  Deneen.  On  the  connty  ticket,  I  thinlc  that  is  so. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  And  every  candidate  on  the  city  ticket  that  was 
voted  for  at  the  same  election — I  mean,  the  Bepublican  ticket — was 
defeated,  except  Judge  John  R.  Newcomer,  candidate  for  the  muni- 
cipal bench? 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  think  that  is  right. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Judge  Newcomer  was  a  Lorimer  man,  was  he  not  ? 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  think  he  came  from  that  territorj-,  and  was  friendly 
to  the  Senator. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  Charles  S.  Cutting  came  from  Senator  Lori- 
mer's  congressional  district,  did  he  not  ? 

Mr.  Deneen,  Yes ;  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  was  supported  by  Senator  Lorimer  for  his 
first  nomination  for  that  office  ? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  that,  but  I  assume  so. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  He  was  supported  by  you  and  Senator  Lorimer? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  all  of  us  supported  him,  and  Senator  Lorimer 's 
friends.  I  think  he  came  frwn  his  district  at  that  time  — I  think 
so;  I  take  it  for  granted.  It  is  just  a  question  in  my  mind  about 
the  change  of  the  district  after  the  apportionment  was  made. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  The  county  ticket  that  was  recommended  by  this 
gathering  of  which  you  were  one.  Governor — the  one  that  nominated 
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Ihe  ticket  in  1910 — was  defeated  in  Cook  County  by  a  majority 
rantrinff  from  19,000  to  over  50,000,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  it  was  from  eight  or  ten  or  twelve  thou- 
sand up  to  50,000.  , 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Yes;  and  the  candidates  on  the  Republican  ticket 
for  city  offices  were  defeated  by  majorities  ranging  from  eight  or 
nine  thousand  up  to  between  fortv  and  fifty  thousand? 
Mr.  Deneen.  1  do  not  recall  the  figures.    They  were  defeated. 
Mr.  Hanect.  In  round  numbers? 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  were  defeated  by  enough,  so  that  there  was  not 
any  advantage  in  looking  into  the  returns. 

Mr.  Haxect.  There  was  not  any  doubt  about  their  defeat? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  they  were  defeated;  yes.    They  accepted  it. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Governor,  did  you  take  an  active  port  in  the  last 
national  campaign  for  the  election  of  presidentin-1  electors? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Yon  were  frequently  at  the  Western  headquarters 
in  Chicago? 

Mr.  Deneen.  You  mean  the  national  headquarters? 

Mr.  Hanect.  Yes. 

Mr.  Deneen.  No. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Do  you  know  where  they  were  held? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  I  was  not  there  once.  I  think  they  were 
either  at  the  Congress  Hotel  or  the  Harvester  Building. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  They  occupied  two  or  three  floors  of  the  Interna- 
tional Harvester  Co.  Building  at  Michigan  Avenne  and  Congress  . 
Street,  did  they  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  assume  so.  but  I  do  not  think  I  was  there  once. 
I  was  out  in  the  country  making  a  campaign  myself. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  should  say  Michigan  and  Harrison  Streets  in- 
stead of  Congress  Street. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Congress  is  the  next  street  north.  The  International 
Harvester  Co.  occupy  all  the  upper  floors  of  that  building,  do  they 
not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  about  that.  1  assume  they  do.  It  is 
their  building.  It  is  a  building  devoted  chiefly  to  the  purposes  of 
the  company,  I  think. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Governor,  when  you  were  elected  the  first  time  you 
ran  at  the  same  time  that  the  presidential  electors  ran  that  elected 
Theodore  Roosevelt,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  at  that  election  you  got  more  votes  in  Chicago 
and  in  Cook  County  than  the  Roosevelt  presidential  electors? 

Mr.  Deneen.  In  1904;  yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  In  1904? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  the  next  time  that  yon  ran  was  in  1908? 

Mr.  Deneen.  1908 — for  governor,  you  mean  ? 

Mr.  Hanect.  Yes;  for  governor. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  At  that  time  the  presidential  electors  were  the  Tnft 
electors  ? 

Mr.  Denees.  Yes;  for  William  H.  Taft. 

DigizedbyGOOgle 


1194  SENATOB  FBOM   ILUNOIB. 

Mr,  Hanect.  And  at  that  election™- 

Mr.  Deneen.  At  that  election  I  received  about  75,000  fewer  votes 
tiian  President  Taft. 

Mr.  Hanect.  President  Taft  received  155,598  plurality  "i 

Mr.  Deneen.  About  that. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  you  received  twenty-three  thousand  some! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Twenty-three  thousand. 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  mean  in  the  State, 

Mr.  Deneen.  Those  are  about  the  figures. 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  asked  you  before  about  the  vote  in  the  city  and  the 
State  in  the  Koosevelt  campaign. 

Mr.  Dexebn.  Yes;  four  years  before. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  got  more  votes  than  President  Roosevelt's 
electors,  did  you  not ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr,  Hanect.  And  in  your  next  election 

Mr.  Deneen.  About  75,000  fewer. 

Mr.  Hanect.  In  your  next  election  you  got  155,598  less  plurality 
than  President  Taft  * 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes,  if  you  speak  of  plurality ;  but  you  can  see  the 
esact  figures  of  the  vote  in  the  Daily  Isews  Almanac. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  do  not  mean  that,  Judge,  do  you,  according  to 
your  own  figures?  If  you  will  have  that  question  read,  I  think  you 
will  see  that  you  have  misstated  it. 

Mr.  Deneen.  You  haie  the  figures  there  in  the  Daily  News  Al- 
manac, the  exact  figures. 

Mr.  Hanect.  President  Taft  had  a  plurality  of  179.122,  I  think— 
I  have  it  here  somewhere — and  you  had  a  plurality  of  23.000? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Twenty-three  thousand ;  yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  the  difference  between  the  two  is  155,598 ) 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  and  he  had  about  75,000  more  votes  than  I 
had,  and  that  accounts  for  the  plurality,  by  ordinary  processes  of 
C(Hnputati<Hi. 

Mr.  Hanect,  Governor,  in  your  first  term  as  governor  you  were 
inaugurated  in  January,  1905,  were  you  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  a  new  legislature  was  elected  and  was  organ- 
ized in  the  same  month  ? 

Mr,  Deneen.  Most  of  the  members.  Half  of  the  senators  were 
hold  overs.    Tlie  others  were  all  elected. 

Mr.  H.\necy.  I  mean  all  of  the  members  of  the  house  and  half  of 
the  members  of  the  senate. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  all  of  the  members  of  the  house  and  half  of  the 
members  of  the  senate. 

Mr.  Hanect,  And  it  was  a  new  legislature? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  that  legislature  was  organized  in  the  same 
month  that  you  were  inaugurated? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  it  was  organized,  I  think,  before  I  was  inau- 
gurated. The  legislature  had  organized  a  week  before  the  governor's 
inauguration. 

Mr.  Hanect.  The  same  month,  I  say  I 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  same  month ;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanect.  ^Vho  was  tiie  first  speaker? 
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Mr,  Denben.  Mr.  Shurtleff. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Were  you  for  him? 

Mr.  Dbneen,  I  favored  his  candidacy;  yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  favored  his  candidacy,  and  gave  all  your  aid 
and  support  for  his  election! 

Mr.  DeNEEN.  I  favored  his  candidacy.  Shall  I  tell  the  story  of  it! 
It  is  very  brief. 

Mr,  HjiNEcr.  Yon  can  tell  any  story  you  want.  You  have  told  all 
that  I  care  about. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Very  well, 

Mr.  Hanect.  If  there  is  anything  else  you  want  to  tell  I  shall 
make  no  objection. 

Mr.  Deneen,  Oh,  no;  nothing  at  all. 

Mr,  Hanect.  You  recommended  to  Speaker  Shurtleff  the  organi- 
zation of  the  different  committees  of  the  nouse,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Deneen,  No.  I  think  I  discussed  with  him  but  one.  I  asked 
him  about  the  chairman  of  the  appropriations  committee,  I  think. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Did  you  suggest  somebody  for  that  chairmanship? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  opposed  the  selection  of  Mr.  Shanahan. 

Mr,  Hanect.  David  E.  Shanahan? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanect.  As  chairman  of  the  appropriations  committee? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Of  the  appropriations  committee. 

Mr,  Hanect.  Was  he  appointed? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was. 

Mr.  Hanect.  By  Mr,  Shurtleff? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr,  Hanect.  Did  you  talk  with  Mr.  Shurtleff  about  any  other 
chairmanships  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  any  other.  I  do  not  think  so.  I 
talked  with  him  about  Mr.  Shanahan,  and  he  said  that  he  favored 
.  Mr.  ShanahaA's  selection  as  chairman;  and  I  objected  to  him  be- 
cause of  the  fact  that  he  had  been  so  active  against  me  for  nomi- 
nation, and  I  thought  he  would  be  an  embarrassment.  He  stated 
that  he  thought  he  was  the  best  equipped  man,  and  that  the  admin- 
istration would  be  treated  fairly,  and  I  withdrew  my  objections,  and 
he  appointed  him;  and  he  appointed  the  others.  I  do  not  recall 
any  otner  person.  If  you  have  any  person  in  mind  and  will  call  my 
attention  to  him.  I  will  give  my  recollection. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  knew  David  E.  Shanahan  very  well? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  I  knew  him. 

Mr.  Hanect.  He  was  then  and  is  now  the  oldest  member  of  the 
legislature  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  has  been  there  a  long  time.  I  do  not  know  that 
he  has  been  there  longer  than  others. 

Mr.  Hanect,  And  ne  has  been  the  floor  leader  in  the  legislature 
for  a  ^od  many  years? 

Mr.  JDeneen.  He  has  been  there  a  number  of  years;  I  think  about 
twenty, 

Mr.  Hanect.  He  has  been  chairman  of  the  appropriations  com- 
mittee  

The  Chairman.  Is  it  necessaiy  to  go  into  all  those  thin^,  Judge? 
The  committee  suggested  that  it  wanted  to  avoid  all  details  that  are 
not  material.    The  witness  has  stated  that  he  opposed  him  because 
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he  had  opposed  him  in  the  election.  I  suppose  that  is  what  you 
want  to  bring  out,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  want  to  show,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  Senator  Lori- 
mer  did  not  orfl;anize  that  legislature,  or  any  other  legislature  since 
that  time,  but  that  Gov.  Deneen  did  organize  that  legislature. 

The  Chairuan.  Yes;  but  I  think  you  are  going  into  a  discussion 
ol  Mr.  Shanahan,  the  length  of  his  service,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  am  through  with  that  part  of  it,  and  who  Shan- 
ahan vi&s. 

(Bv  request  of  the  chairman,  the  stenographer  read  the  last  two 
questions  asked  by  Mr.  Hanecy.) 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  d&sire  to  interrupt  anything  you  want 
to  £usk,  but  we  want  to  condense  this  record  as  far  as  we  can  con- 
veniently do  so. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  shall  be  just  as  brief  as  possible,  Mr,  Chairman,  if 
you  will  be  patient  with  me. 

Mr.  Shanahan  has  been  chairman  of  the  appropriation.s  committee 
of  every  house  since  that  time,  has  he  not? 

Mr.  Deneex.  Yes, 

Mr.  Hanecy,  And  he  is  still,  and  he  has  been  for  some  time 
before  i 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  do  not  know  about  that. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  Mr.  Shanahan,  as  chairman  of  the  appropriations 
committee,  and  that  committee  did  treat  yon  and  all  the  State  insti- 
tutions— your  administration  and  all  the  State  institutions — fairly 
and  to  your  general  satisfaction,  did  they  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  would  have  to  run  through  all  the  matters  to  give 
an  opinion  on  that.  I  do  not  recall  any  instance  now.  We  differed 
about  some  matters.  Tlie  fact  is  that  we  did  not  consult  each  other 
very  much. 

Mr.  HANEcr.  Mr.  Shanahan  consulted  with  you  about  the  appro- 
priations to  every  State  institution  and  everything  that  your  admin- 
istration was  interested  in,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No. 

Mr.  Hanwy.  They  were  all  to  your  satisfaction,  anywaj? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  could  not  answer  on  that,  reaching  over  six  years. 
with  appropriations  aggregating  nearly  $90,000,000  at  different 
times.  He  and  I  did  not  consult,  except  in  general  matters,  as  to  how 
much  should  be  raised  in  reference  to  the  tax  rate.  "We  discussed 
that.  I  think,  until  this  general  as-sembly,  each  time,  and  as  to  llie 
details,  we  did  not  go  into  details.  I  think  once  I  came  down  after 
they  had  made  them  up  and  went  over  them.  I  do  not  recall  any 
othei-s.  It  may  be  that  he  did  frequently,  but  I  have  no  recollection 
of  the  matter, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  you  not  discuss  the  chairniaiifhip  of  every  com- 
mittee in  the  house  with  Mr,  Shurtieff  under  that  administration? 

Mr.  Dkneen.  Xo,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  AMien  Mr,  Shurtieff  was  elected  to  the  next  legisla- 
ture in  lilOT,  he  wsis  again  elected  speaker,  was  he  not  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Sir.  IIanecv.  And  were  you  for  him  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Denben.  Our  frientts  favored  his  candidacy,  and  there  was  no 
opponent,  if  I  recall.  I  think  he  was  favored  generally,  and  there 
was  no  opposition.  I  took  no  part  in  that,  I  think.  I  think  there 
was  no  discussion  about  that.  , ,  . 
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Mr.  Haxecy.  Tliat  was  the  forty-fifth  general  assembly? 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  was  the  one  before  this  last  session, 

Mr.  HANEcr.  Xo;  not  the  one  before  the  last,  because  the  forty- 
sixth  was  the  one  tliat  met  in  1909.  The  one  in  1907  was  the  forty- 
fifth. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecv.  The  forty-sixth  was  in  1909? 

Mr.  Deneen,  Yes, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Then,  in  1909,  Mr.  Shurtleff  was  elected  to  the  house 
again,  was  he  not? 

Mr,  Deneen,  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  it  was  understood  generally,  when  he  was  a 
candidate  for  nomination  and  election  in  his  senatorial  district,  that 
if  elected  he  would  be  a  candidate  for  speaker! 

ilr.  Deneen,  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  he  was  a  candidate  for  speaker,  was  he  not  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  did  not  favor  his  candidacy  for  speaker  at  that 
time,  did  you? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Xo,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  There  were  fO  or  11  other  candidates  for  speaker  at 
that  session,  were  there  not! 

Mr.  Deneen.  A  considerable  number.  I  think  9  or  10  were  men- 
tioned. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  said  yesterday  that  thei-e  were  10. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  gave  that  just  as  an  estimate. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  those  10  candidates  came  from  different  por- 
tions of  the  State,  did  they  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes, 

Mr,  Hanecy.  There  were  no  2  of  those  10  candidates  from  the 
same  senatorial  district,  were  there? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  so. 

Jlr.  Hanecy.  What  two? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Mr,  King  and  Mr.  Chipperfield. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  B.  M.  Chipperfield  i 

Mr.  Deneen,  Yes, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  "Where  is  Mr.  King  from  ? 

Mr,  Deneen.  Galesburg. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  Mr,  Chipperfield  is  from  Canton  ? 

Mr,  Deneen.  Yes, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  is  «way  south? 

Mr.  Dbneen.  Away  north  of  Springfield. 

Mr.  Haxecy.  Xorth  of  Galesburg? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Xorthwest  of  Springfield. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  mean  of  Galesburg? 

Mr,  Dexben.  I  think  it  is  wo^t.  I  do  not  recall  it,  I  think  Fulton 
County  is  wc-^t  of  Knox.    That  is  my  recollection. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  B.  M.  Chipperfield  was  on  your  '^taff  us  a  colonel, 
was  he  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hane(y.  .\ppointpd  by  vou? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Xo.  I  tliink  the  law  relating  lo  the  National  (Jiiard 
permits  me  to  appoint  four  colonels,  and  the  others  are  detailed. 
He  was  on  Gen.  Young's  staff,  and  on  mine,  on  detail. 
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Mr.  HiNBcr.  Did  you  ask  B.  M.  Chipperfield  ,to  become  a  can- 
didate for  speaker  f 

Mr,  Deneen.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  Did  you  suggest  that  he  should  ? 

Mr.  Dentin.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  Did  you  talk  with  him  about  being  a  candidate  for 
speaker  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  did. 

Mr.  Hanect.  What  talk  did  you  have  with  him  about  becoming 
a  candidate? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  called  at  the  mansion  with  Mr.  Snirely,  and 
-wanted  to  be  a  candidate,  and  asked  for  my  support,  and  I  suggested 
that  he  go  into  the  Republican  caucus  and  submit  his  claims  to  the 
«ausus,  and  he  was  unwilling  to  do  so  unless  I  agreed  to  go  and 
support  him  specifically ;  and  I  would  not  agree  to  it,  and  he  did  not 
;go  into  the  caucus  as  a  candidate. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Mr.  Snively  was  an  appointee  of  yours  on  the  canal 
board,  was  he  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  a  hold  over.  He  was  appointed  by  Gov. 
Yates,  and  he  was  there. 

Mr.  Hanect.  He  would  not  stay  there  a  minute  if  you  did  not 
want  him  to,  of  course  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  about  that. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  could  remove  him  any  time  you  wanted  to? 

Mr.  Deneen.  For  cause ;  yes. 

Mr,  Hanect,  Did  Mr.  Chipperfield  tell  you  at  that  interview 
when  he  and  Mr,  Snively  went  to  see  you,  that  he  would  be  a  candi- 
iiate  if  you  supported  him? 

Mr,  Deneen.  That  is  my  recollection,  that  he  wanted  me  to  sup- 
port him,  and  talked  there,  and  followed  me  down — that  is,  I  came 
to  Washington  to  attend  the  Itivers  and  Harbors  Committee,  and 
they  telegraphed  to  me,  and  tried  to  telephone  me,  to  get  me  to  agree 
to  support  him. 

Mr,  IIanecy,  Did  you  tell  Mr,  Chipperfield  at  that  time  to  see  the 
Shurtleff  people  and  see  if  he  could  get  their  support,  and  then  you 
would  support  him? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No,  He  told  me  he  could  get  the  Shurtleff  support, 
and  came  to  me  as  a  compromise  candidate ;  just  as  he  did  this  last 
time,  too. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  Mr.  Chipperfield  go  away  from  you  at  that 
time,  and  then  come  back  later  and  say  uiat  he  had  seen  Mr.  Shurt- 
leff and  his  friends,  and  that  they  were  willing  to  support  him  for 
speaker? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  the  course  of  the  conversation  and 
the  meetings.  I  think  it  was  stated  the  first  time  that  Mr.  Shurtleff 
would  support  him  as  a  candidate. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  did  you  not  then,  when  Mr.  Chipperfield  told 
you  that  the  Shurtleff  people  would  support  him  for  the  speakership, 
say  that  yOu  did  not  want  to  agree  to  anything,  but  to  have  him  sub- 
mit his  name  to  the  caucus? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No  ;  that  was  said  the  first  time.  Judge. 

Mr.  Hanect,  Then  did  not  Mr.  Chipperfield  say  "Xo";  that  he 
would  not  be  a  candidate  at  all  under  those  conditions  unless  he 
could  get  the  support  of  the  factions  and  the  party  united? 
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Mr.  Denien,  Xo. 

Mr.  HA>-Ecr.  You  did  not  have  any  such  talk? 

Mr.  Deneen.  J  do  not  recall  any  such  talk. 

Mr.  Hasbct.  You  would  not  say  that  it  did  not  take  place? 

Mr.  Denee:^.  I  am  sure  that  it  did  not  take  place,  to  tne  bent  of 
ray  recollection. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Mr.  Chipperfield  did  not  become  a  candidate  for 
speaker,  did  he  ? 

Mr.  Deseen.  I  think  he  was  a-  candidate  at  the  last  minute.  I  do 
not  know.    His  name,  I  think,  was  not  presented  at  the  caucus. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  Did  not  Mr,  Chipperfield  resign  from  your  staff  as  a 
colonel  at  that  time  or  shortly  after  that  ? 

Mr.  Deneen,  He  tendered  his  resignation  as  a  colonel  during  the 
early  part  of  the  legi^ature.  I  think  it  was  in  January.  I  am  not 
Sim. 

ilr.  Hanect.  There  was  a  conference,  then,  of  members  of  the 
lepi>l»ture  for  the  purpose  of  selecting  a  speaker  and  other  officers? 

Ifr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hasect.  And  at  that  conference  the  Band  of  Hope  were 
present,  were  they  not! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  assumed  so.    I  do  not  know. 

Jlr.  Hanect.  And  at  that  meeting  they  not  only  apreed  upon  a 
candidate  for  speaker,  but  they  aereed  upon  every  official  and  em- 
jdoyee  of  the  house,  did  they  not? 

Mr.  Deneek.  I  do  not  think  so,  but  I  do  not  know  about  that. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Do  you  not  know  that  tliey  did? 

Mr.  Dbneen.  They  did  in  the  caucus. 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  is  what  I  mean. 

Mr.  Dbneek.  Oh!  at  the  caucus,  yes.  That  is  the  purpose  of  a 
caDcu& 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  do  not  care  whether  you  call  it  a  caucus  or  not. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  they  did.    That  is  the  usual  course. 

Mr.  Hanect.  They  came  together  and  they  agreed  upon  all  of  the 
different  officials  and  employees  of  the  house? 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  has  been  the  course  since  1893. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  at  that  first  meeting  there  were  none  of  Mr. 
Shnrtleff's  friends,  were  there? 

Mr,  Deneen.  Well,  the  Shurtleflf  following  was  not  there.  I  as- 
sume he  had  some  friends  there. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  that? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  say  the  Shurtleff  following,  as  classified  politi- 
cally, was  not  there,    I  assume  some  of  his  friends  were  there. 

The  Chairman.  Which  occasion  are  you  referring  to  now,  Judge? 

Mr,  Hanect.  The  last  one— 1909. 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  whether  any  of  the  Band  of  Hope 
were  friendly  to  him  or  not.  I  think  they  hiul  friendly  relations, 
but  were  not  followers  in  a  political  way.  The  question  had  a 
double  meaning  there;  and  I  want  to  make  the  fact  clear  that  there 
was  no  hostile  personal  feeling. 

Mr.  Hanect.  There  were  no  members  of  the  lejrislatnre  at  that 
conference,  except  the  members  of  the  Band  of  Hope  were  there? 

Mr,  I>ENt:ES.  They  were  called  the  Band  of  Hope  by  the  Shurtleff 
following. 
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Mr.  Hanect.  I  am  not  asking  about  that,  Governor,  but  thei-e 
■was  nobody  present  at  that  first  meeting  except  those  who  -were 
called  the  members  of  the  Band  of  Hope  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  were  afterwards  called  the  Band  of  Hope. 
They  were  the  regular  Republicans. 

Mr.  HANEcy,  There  was  nobody  there,  I  say,  except  those  men 
who  were  called  members  of  the  Band  of  Hope  ? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  told  you  yesterday  that  nobody  was  there  except 
the  members  of  the  legislature,  so  I  was  informed.     I  was  not  there. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  You  did  not  tell  me  that  yesterday  at  all, 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  testified  here  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  HANEcr.  That  is  a  fact,  is  it  not!        • 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  is  my  understanding.    I  was  not  there. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  And  neither  Mr,  Shurtleff  nor  any  of  the  Shurtlefl 
men  were  invited  to  that  first  meeting,  were  they? 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  were  invited ;  all  of  them. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  At  the  first  meeting? 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  were  invited  to  the  first  meeting  by  Mr,  West, 
I  understand,  the  diairman  of  the  Republican  committee,  whose 
duty  it  is  to  call  the  caucus,  and  notify  each  person ■- 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  am  not  talking  about  the  caucus. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  am  sure  he  was  invited,  because  I  think  tlie  tele 
grams  were  sent  from  my  office, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  am  not  talking  about  the  caucus,  but  about  the 
first  meeting  at  which  there  were  none  except  members  of  the  Band 
of  Hope. 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  think  that  was  the  caucus, 

Mr.  Hanecy,  You  said  yesterday  that  there  was  first  a  meeting— 
a  conference — and  then  afterwards  a  caucus  was  called  and  all  of 
the  members  were  incited  into  the  caucus. 

Mr,  Deneen,  I  do  not  think  they  had  a  conference*  before,  but 
they  may  have  had  the  night  before.  I  «m  quite  sure,  if  they  did, 
that  it  was  not  composed  of  all 

Mr.  Hanecy.  The  first  conference* 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  There  was  nobody  present  at  the  first  conference 
except  members  of  the  Band  of  Hope  ? 

Mr,  Denekn.  I  Hf^Kume  that  a  few  of  them  got  together  and  con- 
ferred; but  I  think  tlic  course  has  been  to  have  the  caucus  on  Mon- 
day— or  Tuesday,  rather.  The  legislature  convenes  on  Wednesday 
at  neon,  and  the  members  come  down  on  Tuesday  morning.  Quite  a 
number  gathered  in  on  the  day  before,  and  I  assume  they  had  con- 
ferences'. 

Mr,  Hanecy,  Did  they  not  at  that  first  meeting  vote  on  the  men 
that  they  would  have  for  speaker  and  for  the  different  offices  in  the 
legislature? 

Mr.  Deneen.  My  judgment  is  that  they  did  not:  but  I  do  not 
know. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  do  not  know  anything  about  that? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No:  I  do  not  know;  but  my  recoltecrion  is  that  there 
was  no  such  meeting.     I  do  not  know, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Subsequent  to  that  there  was  a  caucus,  was  there  not  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  A  caucus  was  held  at  the  usual  time. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  You  say  that  Mr.  Shurtleff  and  his  friends  were 
invited  to  that  caucus? 
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Mr.  Deneen.  That  is  the  best  of  my  recoUectioin.  I  am  sure  they 
were. 

Mr.  Haxeci-.  Did  not  Mr.  Shiirtleff  and  his  friends  say :  "  This  is 
not  a  caucus.  It  is  simply  a  ratification  of  something  that  was  done 
without  any  consultation  or  conference  with  us"? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  did  not  say  it  to  me. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  you  not  know  that,  and  was  not  that  the  common 
report  in  Sprincfield? 

Mr.  Dexeen,  Xatei",  in  the  campaign  which  followed  it,  a  year  and 
a  half  later,  they  stated  that  they  had  had  some  conferences,  and  that 
the  slate  had  been  made  up  and  they  had  agreed  to  support  King,  and 
that  they  had  not  been  invited  to  those  conferences.  They  had  been 
invited  to  the  usual  caucus,  but  they  objected  to  men  conferring  to- 

fsther  against  them  to  get  to  a  common  mind  before  the  caucus, 
hat  was  the  offense  that  was  committed. 

Mr,  Hasecy.  The  legislature  met  on  the  6th  day  of  January,  1909, 
did  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Dexeen.  I  do  not  know  the  date.     I  assume  that  was  the  date. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  Mr.  King  was  a  candidate  for  speaker? 

Mr.  Dekeen.  Yes ;  he  was  one  of  them- 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Mr.  Shurtleff  was  a  candidate  for  speaker ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  there  were  some  candidates  on  the  Democratic 
side* 

Mr.  Deneen,  Not  in  that  caucus. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  say  in  the  legislature? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  am  speaking,  now,  of  the  legislature. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes.    I  misunderstood  you. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  On  the  6th  of  January,  when  the  legislature  met  and 
was  called  t<^ether  by  the  secretary  of  state,  there  were  different  men 
nominated  for  speaker,  and  those  nominated  were:  E.  J.  King,  Ed- 
ward ShurtlefT.  Mr.  Trover,  from  Postmaster  Dan  Campbell's  dis- 
trict; Mr,  Kleeman  from  Hanberg's  district,  and  others  on  the  Demo- 
cratic side? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  know  that  by  common  report  only.  I  did  fiot  at- 
tend.    I  think  those  are  the  facts. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Mr.  Shurtleff,  you  said  yesterday,  had  been  speaker 
of  the  house  for  two  terms,  and  had  become  very  strong  and  pfiwer- 
ful  with  the  members  of  the  legislature  during  those  two  terms  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  he  had  acquired  a  good  deal  of  power. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  he  was  very  popular  with  everybody  in  the 
legislature.  Democrats  and  Republicans,  was  he  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  politically,  not.  Personally  I  think  they  re- 
spected him. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  is  what  I  mean— personally. 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  think  so.    I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  There  was  not  any  chance  for  a  Democrnt  to  be 
elected  speaker  in  that  house,  was  there? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I£  he  could  get  the  votes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  But  you  knew  fhei-e  was  not  Democratic  votes 
enough  to  elect  any  speaker? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Tliey  did  not  have  the  constitutional  majority. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  It  required  "7  votes  to  make  a  majority? 
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Mr.  Dbneen.  Seventy-seven. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  And  the  Democrats  had  but  64  when  all  were  alive 
and  present? 

Mr.  Denben.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  it  was  generally  understood  that  the  Demo- 
crats had  no  possible  chance  of  electing  a  speaker  of  the  house  where 
there  were  89  Republicans  alive  and  present? 

Mr.  Dekeen.  Not  if  the  Republicans  voted  for  the  Republicans, 
of  course. 

Mr.  HANEcr.  Mr.  Shurtleff  was  elected  by  85  votes? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hai^ect.  On  the  first  day  of  the  convention,  was  he  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  is  my  recollection. 

Mr,  Hanect,  And  every  Democrat  in  the  House  voted  for  Mr. 
Shurtleff  except  two? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Except  four. 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  say,  every  one  of  the  house  present? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  I  do  not  know  about  that 

Senator  Kgnyon.  What  were  the  elements  of  Mr.  Shurtleffs 
strength,  Grovernor? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  fact  that  he  could  meet  the  views  of  the  leading 
Democrats,  Mr.  Browne  and  Mr.  Tippett,  and  those  who  were  asso- 
ciated with  him. 

Senator  Kenton.  Was  he  a  close  friend  of  Mr.  Browne? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  their  personal  relations,  but  polit- 
ically I  think  they  have  been  very  friendly. 

Senator  Kenyon,  What  was  it  that  made  him  so  popular!  He 
seems  to  have  been  very  popular. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  the  fact  that  he  satisfied  the  Democratic  leaders, 
satisfied  Mr.  Browne,  in  this  preceding  matter.  I  think  the  real 
reason  they  supported  him  was  that  in  the  session  preceding  they 
had  agreed  to  an  investigation  of  my  administration  m  reference  to 
the  charitable  institutions,  and  they  had  cooperated  and  worked  in 
harmony,  and  had  furnished  material  for  a  campaign  against  me. 
They  had  worked  as  a  unit  on  that  matter,  and  he  had  satisfied  them 
in  other  ways,  and  they  were  friendly,  I  think. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Mr.  Shurtleff  gave  every  man,  Democrat  or  Repub- 
lican, or  other,  in  the  house  a  roll  call  on  every  question  when  it  was 
demanded,  did  he  not! 

Mr.  Dekeen.  Well,  I  was  not  there,  but  I  should  say  not,  from  my 
general  experience. 

Mr.  Ha>"ecy.  Is  it  not  a  fact,  and  was  it  not  very  well  known  to 
everybody  in  the  legislature,  in  both  branches  of  it,  and  to  Democrats 
and  Republicans  generally,  that  Mr.  Shurtleff  was  the  fairest  man  to 
the  Democrats,  as  well  as  to  the  Republicans,  that  had  sat  in  that 
chair  for  a  great  many  vears? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  woul<l  not  say  so.  I  do  not  care  to  make  any  in- 
vidious comparisons.  My  friends  were  very  bitterly  opposed  to  his 
conduct  as  speaker,  and  that  is  why  they  were  against  him. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  you  ever  hear  a  single  man  say,  your  friends  or 
anybody  else,  on  either  side  of  the  house  politically,  that  Mr.  Shurt- 
leff had  treated  anybody  unfairly  in  refusing  them  a  roll  call  when 
one  was  demanded? 
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Mr.  JJeneen.  I  do  not  rwcall  specific  iiib-tauces  now,  but  Ukwo  was 
complaint  about  the  way  he  organized  the  legislature  and  the  com- 
mittees appointed  and  the  conduct  of  the  committees  and  such.  I 
have  no  specific  matter,  however,  that  could  be  pointed  to.  You 
may  .speak  to  the  legislators  about  that. 

ilr.  Haxecy.  You  never  knew  a  house  to  be  orjj;anized  or  the  ap- 
pointment of  committees  by  the  speaker  that  there  was  not  dissat- 
isfaction afterwards  on  the  part  of  some  mernb^^,  did  you 

Mr.  Denben.  Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  Hanect  (continuing).  Because  they  did  not  get  the  chair- 
manships or  the  places  on  committees  that  they  thou^t  they  ought 
to  have^ 
Mr.  D&NEEN.  I  assume  that  that  is  so. 

Mr.  Hanecv.  And  there  was  no  other  objection  or  criticism  of 
Mr.  Shurtleff  other  than  that,  was  there^ 
Mr.  De»£EN.  Well,  there  were  general  criticisms  about  his  attitude. 
Mr.  Hanect.  About  his  attitude  on  what? 

Mr.  Deneen.  In  one  of  the  sessions  of  the  general  assembly — I 
thinkit  was  the  second — the  men  who  favored  temperance  legisla- 
tion were  very  bitterly  opposed  to  him  and  were  preparing  a  round 
robin,  because  he  had  prevented  a  roll  call  upon  the  township  option 
law ;  and  it  went  so  far  that  the  men  who  represented  that  movement 
had  circulated,  as  I  understood,  a  round  robin,  and  had  enough 
members  on  it  to  prevent  his  election,  because  he  would  not  give  a 
roll  call,  the  constitution  providing  that  five  could  demand  a  roll 
call. 

Mr.  Shurtleff  went  to  those  men  and  agreed  to  give  a  roll  call 
before  his  name  was  submitted  to  the  caucus  on  that  issue,  and  then 
they  withdrew  the  opposition  to  him ;  and  there  was  a  very  consider- 
able number  I  know,  at  that  time  against  him,  from  talks  that  they 
had  with  me. 

Mr,  Hamect.  Can  you  tell,  now,  or  will  you  ascertain  hereafter 
and  send  to  this  committee  the  record  that  shows,  that  Speaker 
Shurtleff  ever  refused  a  roll  call  on  any  local-option  bill  at  any  time 
before  the  forty-sixth  assembly? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  complaint  was,  I  think,  that  he  did  not  give 
them  a  chance  to  have  a  roll  call,  but  kept  the  matter  In  committees, 
so  that  they  could  not  get  it  out.  That  was  the  charge,  I  think,  Mr- 
Shields  was  managing  at  that  time,  and  he  could  give  the  committee 
all  the  information  desired  on  that  point. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  It  is  a  fact,  then  Governor,  is  it  not,  that  there  never 
was  an  opportunity  for  a  roll  call  at  any  time  in  the  legislature  until 
the  time  when  Speaker  Shurtleff  gave  a  roll  call  on  a  local-option 
measure! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  about  that,  but  the  compaint  was 
made  that  he  would  not  permit  it  to  come  to  a  roll  call,  although 
they  claimed  to  have  nearly  a  constitutional  majority,  if  not  an 
entire  majority. 

Mr.  Hanect.  If  you  can  find  any  instance,  or  any  of  your  admin- 
istration can  for  you,  will  you  be  ^nd  enough  to  send  it  to  this  com- 
mittee, that  Speaker  Shurtleff  refused  a  roll  call,  or  would  not  per- 
mit a  roll  call  on  a  local-option  measure  before  the  legislature  wnen 
he  was  speaker,  either  before  the  forty-sixth  general  assembly  or 
since  that  time! 
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Mr.  Dbneen.  As  I  stated 

Mr,  Hanect  (interrupting).  I  nm  asking  you  now  to  send  it  here 
if  (here  is  any  saih  record. 

Mr.  Denebn.  If  the  committee  desires  me  to  go  out  and  hunt  up 
those  matters  I  can  do  it;  but  I  hate  to  take  that  burden  upon  my- 
self unless  the  committee  desires  it  to  be  done,  I  have  a  great  many 
things  to  do. 

Senator  Jones.  I  undei-stood  the  governor  to  say,  anyhow,  that 
the  bill  was  not  reported  from  the  committee,  and  that  tSey  accused 
Mr.  Shurtleff  of  not  having  it  rejwrt^d. 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  he  appointed  a  committee  to  prevent  having  a 
roll  call.  That  was  the  complaint.  Whether  it  was  justified  or  not 
I  do  not  know.  That  petition  was  circulated  among  menibers  of  the 
general  assembly  and  signed,  to  the  effect  that  thev  would  not  vote 
for  Shurtleff;  and  a  great  many  of  them  were  pledged,  as  I  under- 
stood, against  him,  because  of  that ;  but  no  one  was  suggested. 

Senator  Jones.  There  was  no  such  contention  as  that  five  members 
of  the  house  had  asked  for  a  roll  call  and  been  refused 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall 

Senator  Jones  (continuing).  In  the  formal  way  in  which  that  is 
donet 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know,  but  1  know  the  complaint  was  made, 
because  I  discussed  it  with  Mr,  Shurtleff  afterwards,  so  that  he 
could  be  speaker,  and  he  promised  to  give  roll  calls. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  there  was  a  roll  call  on  the  local  option  bill, 
and  there  was  a  roll  call  en  every  local  option  bill  in  the  legislature 
while  Mr.  Shurtleff  was  speaker,  was  there  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know,  but  I  would  rather  suppose  not,  there 
were  so  many  introduced.    I  take  it  for  granted  that  there  was  not. 

Mr.  HANEcr.  If  you  would  like  to  have  this  committee  understand 
that  there  was  not,  I  would  like  to  have  you  send  a  record  of  ihe 
legislature  that  would  show  that  fact. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  take  a  recess  at  this  point  until  2  o'clock. 

(^Tiereupon,  at  12.35  o'clock  p.  m.  a  recess  was  taken  until  2 
o'clock  p.  m.) 

AFTER   RECESS. 

The  committee  resumed  its  session  at  2  o'clock  p.  m, 

TESmiONY  OF  CEABLES  SAUUEI  DEiniEN— Continued. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Governor,  when  the  recess  was  taken  we  were  talk- 
ing about  the  local-option  bills  in  the  legislature  and  roll  calls  on 
them. 

Mr.  Deneen,  And  other  bills. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Do  you  know  of  any  local-option  bill  before  the 
legislature  nt  any  time  during  Mr.  Sliiirfleff's  speakership  on  which 
there  was  a  roll  call? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  complaint  was  made  to  me 

Mr.  HANErv.  Will  you  be  kind  enough  to  answer  my  question? 
Tlicn  you  may  jrgue  as  much  as  you  want  to  about  any  other  ques- 
tion h. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  have  no  personal  knowledge. 
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Mr.  H.iXECV.  That  is  what  I  Hin  asking  about.  As  lawyers,  we 
understand  each  other,  then.  There  was  a  local-option  bill,  or  there 
were  several  or  n  nunibef  of  them  before  every  legislature  that  you 
know  anything  about  for  a  great  many  years  back,  were  there  not? 

4Ir.  I>EXEEN.  I  have  no  personal  knowledge  about  that,  but  I 
suppose  there  were. 

*ir.  Hanecy.  That  liad  been  a  live  question  in  the  sense  that  there 
were  bills  for  and  against  county,  township,  ward,  precinct,  and 
other  local-option  measures  for  quite  a  number  of  years? 
Mr.  Denben.  a  number  of  years;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  think  you  said.  Governor,  that  you  were  opposed 
to  Mr.  Shurtleff  for  speaker  in  1909,  in  January,  because  he  Imd  ap- 
pointed a  committee  to  investigate  the  State  institutions.    Is  that  a 
fact? 
Mr.  Deneen.  That  was  one  of  the  reasons. 
Mr.  Hanect.  Who  were  the  members  of  that  committee? 
Mr,  Denben,  I  have  the  list  here;  I  can  give  it  accurately.    I  as- 
sume you  have  it.    Mr,  Hill  was  one,  I  think. 

Mr.  HaAbcy.  Will  you  refer  to  it,  if  you  have  it  accurately  there, 
and  if  you  would  rather  do  it  than  rely  on  memon-. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes.  I  think  I  have  it  here.  If  you  have  it,  you 
might  expedite  matters,  and  I  might  remember  it,  if  vou  would  call 
my  a,tt€ntion  to  it  Mr.  John  W.  Hill,  Mr.  Edward  Hope,  Mr.  H.  T. 
Ireland,  Mr.  John  P.  McGoorty.  who  resigned  and  did  not  serve, 
Mr.  Walter  I.  Manny,  and  Mr.  John  J.  McLaughlin. 

Mr.  Hamecy.  Mr.  Hill,  Mr.  Hope,  and  Mr.  Ireland  were  Repub- 
licans? 
Mr.  Deneen.  They  were  the  Bepublicans. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  Mr.  McGoorty,  Mr.  Manny,  and  Mr.  McLaugh- 
lin were  Democrats? 

Mr.  Deneen,  Mr.  McGoorty  resigned,  and  Mr.  McLaughlin,  I 
think,  was  substituted  in  his  place,  or  Mr.  Manny. 

Mr.  Hanecv.  Mr.  Hill  was  a  member  of  the  house  from  Cook 
County  ? 
Mr.  Deneen.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  from  James  Pease's  district,  was  he  not? 
Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know.    He  came  from  the  ward  where  Cor- 
poration Counsel  Brundidge  resided. 
Mr.  Hanecy.  Mr,  Pease  and  Mr.  Brundidge  were  in  that  district! 
Mr.  Deneen.  That  twenty-fifth  ward  is  in  at  least  two  districts 
or  perhaps  three.    I  do  not  know.    He  was  in  the  north  side. 
Mr.  Hbaly.  He  was  in  the  twenty-fourth  ward? 
Mr.  Hanecy.  There  were  two,  the  twenty- fourth  and  part  of  the 
twenty-fifth  wards  in  one  senatorial  district,  and  he  was  in   that  ' 
district, 
Mr,  Healy.  Mr.  Pease  did  not  reside  in  that  district. 
Mr.  Hanecy.  So;  but  it  was  in  what  was  called  Pease's  territory, 
and  that  is  all  it  means.    Mr.  Hope  lived  where  or  came  from  where! 
Mr.  Deneen.  On  the  north  side  also. 
Mr.  Hanecy.  From  Mr.  Busses  district? 
Mr.  Deneen,  I  think  from  the  same  senatorial  district. 
Mr.  Hanecy.  And  Mr.  Ireland  was  from  where? 
Mr.  Deneen.  He  is  in  tlie  Livingston  County  district,  or  Marshall 
County,  I  think.    He  resided  in  a  town  which  is  in  two  counties,  and 
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I  do  not  know  which  county  he  resided  in,  whether  Whitford  or 
Marshall. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  the  Democrats,  Mr.  McLaughlin  and  Mr.  Mc- 
Goorty,  were  from  Cook  County! 

Mr.  Dbnebn.  No;  Manny  resided  in  Brown  County,  200  miles 
away,  and  Mr.  Mcljaughlin  resided  in  the  west  side  of  CbicafPO. 

li(U7.  Hanecy.  Mr.McGoorty  lived  on  the  south  side,  in  Hyde  Park! 

Mr.  Den&bn.  On  the  south  side. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  There  was  no  member  of  that  committee  who  was 
a  Lorimer  man,  was  there! 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  belonged  to  the  so-called  Lorimer-ShurtlefT 
following. 

Mr.  Hamect.  You  know  what  I  mean.  None  of  those  men  were 
known  as  Lorimer  men,  were  they! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  am  not  so  much  interested  in  what  you  mean,  as 
to  convey  the  correct  impression  to  the  committee,  which  is  that  thev 
were  associated  with  the  Speaker  Shurtleff  and  Senator  Lorimer  fol- 
lowing in  the  conduct  of  legislative  affairs.  That  is  what  I  wanted 
to  convey. 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  assume  that  you  and  I  will  agree  that  the  c<hii- 
mittee  will  not  know  what  we  mean  except  by  what  we  say. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  want  to  be  discourteous  to  you. 

Mr.  Hanect.  If  I  have  not  made  my  questions  plain,  I  will  be  glad 
to  do  so,  if  you  will  show  me  wherein  they  are  not  understood  by  you. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  have  made  the  answer,  Judge. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Now,  will  you  be  kind  enough  to  answer  my  question, 
whether  any  member  of  that  committee 

Mr.  Deneen.  Mr. 

Mr.  Hakecy.  No;  wait  until  I  finish  my  question.  Will  you  be 
kind  enough  to  answer  whether  any  member  of  that  committee  was 
considered  a  Lorimer  man! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  I  am  not  asking  of  Mr.  Lorimer  in  connection  with 
anybody  else,  but  a  Lorimer  man. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  so.  Mr.  Hill  and  Mr.  Hope  and  Mr.  Ireland 
and  Mr.  McLaughlin  were  considpred  ns  those  who  were  following 
Senator  Lorimer  and  Speaker  Shurtleff  in  that  same  following 
which  exi-sted  in  that  legislature  and  the  succeeding.  I  am  not  sure 
about  Mr.  Manny — I  think  not. 

Mr.  Hakecy.  I  am  speaking  now  of  the  legislature  that  was  con- 
vened, the  second  one  in  which  Speaker  Shurtleff  was  elected  speaker. 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  belonged  to  what  is  known  as  the  bipartisan 
organization — Mr.  Shurtleff's  following — -nnd  I  associated  the  Sena- 
tor's name  with  it  because  it  had  been  popularly  referred  to  in  that 
waj-. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Governor,  do  you  mean  to  testify  here  that  there 
was  a  bipartisan  combination,  or  arrangement  of  any  kind  in  that 
legislature,  that  Mr.  Lorimer  had  anything  to  do  with? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  his  connection  with  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  is  the  question  I  would  like  to  have  answered— 
in  that  legislature  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  say  T  do  not  know  what  connection  he  had  with  it. 
Those  men  were  friendly  to  him. 
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Mr.  Hanecv.  What  yoii  mean  is  that  since  that  time  some  of  these 
men  have  been  friendly  to  him;  that  is,  since  that  session  of  the 
lepslature  i 

Mr.  Dbneen.  No;  I  mean  that  a  niimber  of  prominent  men  who 
were  very  intimately  associated  with  him,  I  thought  were  back  of 
that  investigation,  helped  to  conduct  it.  That  was  my  impression, 
I  have  no  direct  information. 

Senator  Jones.  Are  yon  referring  to  the  forty-fifth  general  as- 
sembly ? 
Mr.  Hanecy.  Yes. 
Mr.  Deneen.  The  second  one. 

Senator  Jones.  The  one  preceding  the  election  of  Senator  Lorimw 
as  Senator  ? 
Mr.  Hanecy,  Yes. 
Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecv,  Senator  Lorimer  was  not  before  that  legislature  at 
all,  was  he? 
Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  whether  he  was  or  not. 
Mr.  Hanecy,  So  far  as  you  know,  he  was  nott 
Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  it,    I  do  not  know 
that  he  was.    I  do  not  know  a  thing  about  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Yoh  \ver£  there  as  governor  during  all  the  time. 
You  would  be  likely  to  know. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  he  was  not  there  very  conspicuously  if  he  was 
(here.    I  do  not  recall  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  John  P.  McGoorty  was  in  no  way,  at  any  time  be- 
fore or  after,  ever  connected  with  Senator  Lorimer  or  his  friends, 
was  he! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  Mr.  McGoorty's  relations.  I  never 
heard  that  he  was. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  Do  you  not  know  that  John  W.  Hill  never  was  a 
friend  of  Senator  Lorimer? 
Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  just  the  opposite. 
Mr.  Hanecy.  Do  you  know  anytning  about  it! 
Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  the  relation  they  bore.    I  have  nevet 
been  present  when  they  were  discussing  their  relations. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Do  you  not  know  that  Edward  Hope,  from  Busse's 
and  Brundidge'-s  territory,  was  never  a  friend  of  Senator  Lorimer! 
Mr.  Deneen.  I  supposed  otherwise.     I  do  not  know  their  rela- 
tions.   I  would  not  know  Mr.  Hope  if  he  should  come  into  the  room. 
Mr.   Hanecy.  He  was  in  the  forty-sixth  general  assembly,  was 
he  not! 
Mr.  Deneen.  The  second  assembly — I  think  it  was  the  forty-axtlk 
Mr.  Hanecy.  The  second  one  or  Speaker  Shurtleff's  speakership; 
was  the  forty-fifth. 
Mr.  Deneen.  I  say  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Hope  was  a  member  of  the  forty-sixth  general  as- 
sembly, the  one  in  which  Senator  Lorimer  was  elected. 
Mr.  Deneen.  I  had  forgotten  that.    The  record  will  show. 
Mr.  Hanecy.  You  know  that  Hope  was  a  member  of  that  one! 
Mr.  Deneen.  I  really  had  forgotten  it,  but  you  have  it  there,  if 
the  record  shows  it. 
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Mr.  Hanbcy,  Do  you  not  know  that  Hope  never  did  vote  for  Sena- 
tor Lorimer  for  Senator  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  really  do  not  know  about  that.  I  assume  if  he  was 
in  the  legislature,  that  he  did  not,  because  those  in  Mr,  Busse's 
neighborhood  voted  against  the  Senator,  except  one  man,  I  think. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  your  best  knowledge  now  is  that  Hope  never 
did  vote  for  Senator  Lorimer,  or  follow  him  in  anything? 

Mr.  DiiNEEN.  I  think  he  followed  him. 

Mr.  Hanect.  In  what? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Mr.  Hope,  if  he  were  there — there  were  three  men — 
if  you  will  give  me  the  list  of  members,  I  will  soon  tell.  This  cov- 
ered four  years 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  seem  to  have  a  pretty  good  arsenal  of  ammuni- 
tion there. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  have.  I  heard.  Judge,  that  you  had  prepared  a 
long,  exhaustive  examination,  and  because  of  my  acquaintance  with 
you  I  could  guess  about  what  you  want,  and  I  prepared  for  it 

Mr.  Hanecv.  I  am  delighted  to  know  that  anybody  honored  me 
by  thinking  I  would  prepare  such  an  examination. 

Mr.  Denben.  You  are  very  good  on  cross-examination,  I  think. 
Do  vou  recall  the  number  of  the  districts,  either  of  you  gentlemen? 

ifr.  Hanect.  That  is  John  Healy's  district. 

Mr.  Healt,  I  do  not  live  in  that  district  and  I  do  not  know.  I 
have  made  two  guesses  here  and  both  guesses  were  wrong.  That  is 
the  twenty-ninth  district, 

Mr,  Deneen,  The  twenty-ninth.  The  members  were  Edward 
Hope,  Charles  A.  Nelson,  and  Patrick  J.  Sullivan. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Now,  I  will  ask  the  reporter  to  read  my  last  ques- 
tion. 

(The  reporter  read  as  follows :) 

Mr.  Hahbct.  And  your  best  knowledge  now  ta  that  Mr.  Hope  never  did  vote 
for  Senator  Lorimer  or  follow  bim  In  anytblag? 

Mr.  Denben,  I  think  he  followed  him. 

Mr.  Haakct.  In  what? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  followed  him  into  the  bipartisan  organization 
which  elected  Shurtlefl  speaker  on  the  5th  of  tfamiary,  1W)9,  as  did 
Mr.  Nelson, 

Mr.  Hanect.  Do  you  want  to  be  understood  as  testifying,  Gov- 
ernor, that  Senator  Lorimer  was  in  Springfield  at  any  time,  or  in 
Chicago  at  any  time,  or  in  the  State  of  Illinois  at  any  time,  or  at  any 
other  place  on  earth  at  any  time  that  had  anything  to  do  with  any- 
body who  was  organizing  or  about  to  organize  the  forty-sixth  gen- 
eral assembly? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  he  was  at  some  place  that  you  name  wherein 
th^  agreed  to  organize  the  general  assembly  in  behalf  of  Mr.  Shurt- 
\eS.    Now,  I  was  not  there,  but  that  is  my  impression. 

Mr,  Hanect.  Would  you  be  kind  enough  to  state  to  this  htmor- 
able  committee  where  you  think  Mr.  Lorimer  was,  in  doing  that 
kind  of  service  or  work? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  have  not  had  any  detective  following  him,  and  I 
do  not  know  where  he  was;  but  it  has  been  undisputed,  I  think — I 
do  not  think  it  has  ever  been  disputed — ^that  he  was  largely  influen- 
tial  in   making   this  organization   that   resulted   in   Mr.   ShurtlefF 
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beinff  elected  to  the  speakership  in  1909.    I  have  never  heard  it  dis- 
pute. 

The  Chaibuan.  If  you  have  any  knowledge  on  that,  will  you 
sUteit? 

Mr.  De»een.  I  have  no  knowledge  whatever  on  that.  Mr.  Lori- 
mer  and  I  had  not  met,  except  just  on  the  street,  for  five  or  six  years 
previous  to  that. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  I  want  to  know  whether  you  have  any  knowledge  on 
the  answers  that  you  are  projecting  here. 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  I  was  not  present,  and  had  no  particle  of  per- 
sonal knowledge,  did  n(H  hear  any  of  the  conversation  in  any  caucus 
of  Mr.  Shurtleft  or  any  of  his  friends,  nor  did  I  help  arrange  the 
bipartisan  organization. 

Mr,  Hanect.  Governor,  if  you  knew  that  Senator  Lorimer,  dur- 
ing his  entire  campaign,  during  the  entire  campaign  for  bis  re- 
elMtion  in  the  fall  of  1908,  when  he  was  elected  to  Congress  for  the 
last  time,  was  sick,  and  never  made  a  speech  or  attended  a  meeting 
in  his  congressional  district  or  at  any  other  place,  and  never  met  any 
of  the  politicians  there  except  for  an  hour  a  day  for  a  few  days,  two 
or  three  days  just  before  the  election  in  November,  1908,  and  that 
immediately  after  the  election  he  left  Illinois  and  went  to  the  Pa- 
cific coast  and  was  there  until  December  of  that  year;  and  that 
while  there  he  was  taken  sick  with  blood  poisoning  and  operated  on, 
and  was  so  sick  that  the  surgeon  who  operated  on  him  came  almost 
to  Chicago  from  the  Pacific  coast  with  him  on  his  return  home,  and 
that  immediately  upon  his  return  to  Chicago  he  left  for  Washington, 
and  that  he  was  in  the  House,  in  his  place,  on  the  7th  day  of  Jan- 
uary, and  answered  a  roll  call,  and  made  a  motion  on  the  8th  of  Jan- 
uary, 1909,  in  the  House  in  Washington,  and  never  left  Washington 
until  about  the  10th  or  11th  of  January,  would  you  still  say,  or  want 
to  be  understood  as  saying,  that  Senator  Lorimer  had  to  do,  in  any 
way,  with  the  organization  of  the  house  of  the  forty-sixth  general 
assembly  1 
Mr.  Deneen.  Is  that  a  supposititious  question? 
Mr.  Hanecf.  I  am  asking  you,  if  you  knew  those  things  to  be 
facts  that  I  have  recited  to  you ;  would  you  still  say  that  Senator 
Lorimer  had  to  do  with  the  organization  of  the  lower  house  of  the 
forty -sixth  general  assembly? 
iUfr.  Dbneen.  I  would  still  say  so ;  yes. 
Mr.  Hanecy.  You  would  still  say  that! 

Mr.  Demeen.  I  think  the  organization  was  arranged  before  the 
primary,  and  was  simply  consummated  on  the  5th  of  January. 

Mr.  Hasect.  That  is,  you  think  he  saw,  away  ahead,  that  you 
and  your  friends  were  going  to  have  10  different  candidates  for 
speaker,  and  that  you  and  your  friends  were  going  to  oppose 
Speaker  Shurtleff  the  following  January,  if  Shurtleff  was  elected 
to  the  house,  and  that  Senator  Lorimer  was  going  to  organize  a  bi- 
partisaJi  movement  in  that  house? 
Mr.  Deneen.  As  I  said  yesterday——. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Now,  will  you  answer  that  without  Reference  to  what 
you  said  yesterday? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  had  intended  to  repeat  the  answer;  but  tiie  under- 
standing was  and  the  belief  was  that  there  was  a  bipartisan  organi- 
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zation  to  Gght  me  at  the  primaries,  and  in  the  event  that  I  vas 
successful,  in  return  for  Democratic  support  at  the  Republican  pri- 
maries the  Republicans  were  to  support  the  Democrats  at  the  elec- 
tion, and  that  m  the  event  that  I  was  elected  the  Democrats  were  to 
support  Mr,  Shiirtleff  for  the  speakership. 

Mr.  HiNEcr.  When  did  you  learn  that,  or  hear  of  itt 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  that  was  discussed  in  the  primaries — rumors 
to  that  effect. 

Mr,  Hanecf.  What  persons  did  you  ever  hear  discuss  that  at  the 
primaries ! 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  would  not  say  the  particular  persons;  but  I  think 
the  matter  was  discussed  with  friends  in  conference,  I  know  imme- 
diately after  the  election  Mr.  Shurtleff's  name  was  mentioned  at  once 
as  the  speaker.  It  was  plain  that  he  could  not  be  speaker  by  Repub- 
lican vote,  and  from  that  time  on  the  news  was  that  Mr.  Shurfleff 
would  be  a  candidate,  and  he  pursued  the  usual  course  adopted  by 
candidates  and  went  on,  when  it  was  manifest  that  he  could  not  m 
successful  by  Republican  vote. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  know,  and  so  testified  yesterday,  that  Mr. 
Shurtleff  was  a  candidate  for  speaker  at  the  primaries  before  he  was 
either  elected  or  nominated,  didn't  you! 

Mr.  Dekeen.  I  had  assumed  that  he  would  not  contest  for  die 
position  unless  he  hoped  to  be  speaker  again.    That  is  what  I  assumed. 

Mr.  Hanect,  Did  Mr,  Shurtletf  know  at  that  time,  before  tht 
primaries  that  nominated  him  for  a  niember  of  the  forty-sixth  gwi- 
eral  assembly,  that  you  were  going  to  oppose  him  the  following 
January  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know, 

Mr,  Hanect.  Do  you  want  to  be  understood  as  testifying  here  that 
that  was  the  fact? 

Mr.  Deneen.  What,  that  he  knew 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  he  knew  you  were  going  to  oppose  his  election 
as  speaker  of  the  forty -sixth  general  assembly  in  January,  1909! 

Mr.  Deneen.  You  have  asked  me  to  testily  to  what  ne  knew.  I 
do  not  know  what  he  knew, 

Mr.  Hanect.  Did  you  know  before  the  primaries  that  nominated 
Mr,  Shurtleff  for  the  forty-sixth  general  assembly,  that  you  were 
going  to  oppose  Mr.  Shurtleff  for  speaker,  and  defeat  him  in  any 
way  that  you  could ! 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  felt  that  if  the  relations  continued  as  they  were  I 
should  oppose  him,  and  advise  my  friends  to  vote  against  him. 

Mr.  HANEcr,  And  you  were  arranging  your  program  as  early  as 
that,  were  you,  in  opposition  to  Mr,  Shurtleff! 

Mr.  Deneen.  No,  sir;  my  time  was  fully  occupied  in  making  my 
campaiOT,  up  to  the  election. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Do  you  not  know  that  Mr.  Hill  was  always  the  friend 
of  Mr.  James  Pease  and  Fred  Busse? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know.  I  think  I  met  Mr.  Hill  for  the  first 
time  in  the  general  assembly. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Was  Mr.  Hill  a  member  of  the  forty-sixth  general 
assembly  1 

Mr.  Deneen.  Is  that  the  third  or  the  second ! 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  The  third;  that  is  the  one  that  elected  Senator 
Lorimer. 
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Mr.  Dekebn.  Ko,  1  think  not. 

Mr.  Haneot.  Mr.  Ireland  was  a  friend  of  Frank  Smith,  was  he 
not? 

Mr.  Denben.  He  was. 

Mr._HANEOY.  And  Frank  Smith  was  the  most  vigorous  and  bitter, 
if  I  may  use  that  term  in  that  connection.'opponent  of  Senator  Lori- 
mer  at  the  forty-sixth  general  assembly? 

Mr.  Denebn,  The  session  of  1909? 

Mr.  Haneot.  Yes. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  was  the  most  bitter  or  not. 
He  was  for  Senator  Hopkins  for  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  was  he  the  most  active  and  vigorous  and  vim* 
lent  of  any  of  Senator  Hopkins's  friends  against  Senator  Loriraer  and 
those  who  opposed  Senator  Hopkins's  election ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  about  that.  I  know  that  he  was  as 
active  in  unseating  me.     He  and  I  did  not  meet. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  aid  not  know  whether  you  would  care  to  be  coupled 
with  the  Senator- 
Mr.  Dbneen.  Oh,  ves, 

Mr.  Hasect.  In  tnat  connection  or  not. 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  against  us  both,  I  think. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  So  that  he  could  not  well  be  considered  a  follower  of 
either  vou  or  Senator  Lorimer  I 

Mr.  Demeen.  Mr.  Smith  was  not  a  member  of  the  legislature.  Mr. 
Ireland  was,  and  he  was  associated  with  the  following  of  which  I 
speak. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  Did  Mr.  Ireland  vote  for  Senator  Lorimer? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Ko,  sir;  he  voted  for  the  bipartisan  organization. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Of  the  house,  you  meant 

Mr.  Dbneen.  Of  the  house. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  is  when  you  and  Senator  Hopkins  were  work- 
ing together,  was  it  not! 

Mr.  Deneen.  When  our  friends  were  supporting  Senator  Hop- 
kins. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Now,  Mr.  Ireland  voted  for  Senator  Hopkins  on  the 
ninety-fifth  or  last  ballot,  when  they  elected  Senates  Lonmer? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  he  did.  Mr.  Smith  was  the  United  States 
internal -revenue  collector  there,  and  Mr.  Ireland  was  from  his  dis- 
trict, and  they  were  friends. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Frank  Smith  was  the  strongest  leader  and  most  po- 
tent factor  in  that  senatorial  district  at  that  time,  was  he  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  considered  one  of  the  leaders;  I  think  the 
chief  leader. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Was  there  anybody  else  that  was  as  conspicuous  as 
he! 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  and  I  had  no  relations,  and  I  did  not  participate 
in  any  of  the  councils  there.    I  assumed  that  he  was  the  leader. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  am  asking  you  as  to  your  knowledge. 

Mr.  Deneen.  From  general  knowledge  I  should  say  that  he  was 
the  leader. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  Mr.  Manny  was  a  Democrat? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was. 

Mr.  Hanbcy,  To  which  faction  did  he  belong? 
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Mr.  Dbneen.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  his  relations  in  bis 
own  party. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  he  belong  to  either  faction  or  to  any  faction  in 
the  house t 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  that.  He  is  now  a  senator.  I  do  not 
recall  his  relations  there. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  Did  he  vote  for  Senator  Lorimer? 

Mr.  Dexeen.  I  do  not  think  he  did. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  know  he  didn't,  don't  yoat 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  say  I  do  not  think  he  did. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  If  you  know  he  did  not,  would  it  not  be  as  easy  to 
Hay  no  as  "I  think  not"'!  * 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  I  was  not  there.  The  list  is  here,  and  I  could 
take  it  and  read  it  and  be  accurate,  but  there  were  201  men  voted, 
or  something  like  that. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Mr.  John  J.  McLaughlin  is  one  of  your  friends  in 
the  legislature  now,  is  he  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  In  the  last  legislature  he  supported  several  bifls 
that  I  was  interested  in. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  he  has  worked  with  you  and  your  friends  all 
through  the  forty-seventh  general  assembly  and  all  of  the  extra  ses- 
sions of  that  assembly  that  were  called  by  you,  has  he  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  not.  He  supported  the  civil-service  bill  and 
the  waterways  bill,  and  I  think  that  is  all. 

Mr.  Hanect.  John  J.  McLaughlin  is  sometimes  called  Roger  Sulli- 
van's chief  leader  in  the  legislature,  is  he  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  he  is  HS.sociated  with  Mr.  Sullivan, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  is  as  close  to  Roger  D.  Sullivan  as  anybody  in 
the  legislature  or  in  Springfield,  is  he  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  is  friendly  to  him.  I  can  not  pass  as  an  expert 
on  his  relations. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  No  ;  but  I  am  asking  you  about  what  is  common  i^ 
port, 

Mr,  Deneen.  He  is  considered  friendly,  and  I  think  one  of  his 
active  supporters,  but  I  do  not  know  his  preference. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  You  know  he  is  associated  in  business  with  Roger 
D.  Sullivan,  do  you  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  "No;  I  do  not  know  that. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  And  he  and  Roger  D.  Sullivan  and  their  friends  have 
acted  with  you  all  through  the  forty-seventh  general  assembly  and 
the  extra  sessions  of  that  general  assembly? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No,  sir, 

Mr.  Hanect.  Do  you  say  they  did  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  understand  so.  On  two  or  three  important 
bUls,  they  did, 

Mr,  Hanecy.  When  you  say  that  Mr,  McLaughlin  supported  the 
waterway  bill,  you  mean  your  waterway  bill,  do  yon  noti 

Mr.  Deneen,  The  Johnson  bill ;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  That  is  the  one  you  favored? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  the  one  I  favored. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  you  called  two  extra  sessions  of  the  forty- 
seventh  general  assembly  for  the  purpose  of  passing  that  waterway 
bill,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  I^NEEN.  The  forty-seventh?  I  called  two  sessions.  It  was 
known  as  the  Smith  bill  tnen.  ,i,  GooqIc 
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Mr.  Hakect.  Yes,  ar, 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  bill  of  the  intonal-reTenue  commission,  drafted 
by  Mr.  John  P.  Wilson,  and  handed  to  Senator  Smith  and  then  to 
Senator  Johuaon  t 

Mr,  Hanect.  Hist  is  not  the  deep-waterway  bill,  bat  the  so-called 
power  bill. 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  is  the  same  bill  that  was  introduced  light  after  the 
csnstitutiocal  amendment  was  adopted. 

ilr.  Hanect.  I  know;  and  that  is  the  one  that  you  and  Senator 
Lorimer  disagreed  about! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  He  wanted  a  deep  waterway,  a  14-foot  waterway, 
and  yoQ  favored  a  9  or  a  13  foot  waterway! 

Mr.  Deneex.  I  favored  the  development  of  the  water  power  and 
the  wmserving  of  it,  and  the  holding  of  it  within  tlie  power  of  the 
State,  and  the  negotiations  with  the  Federal  Government  aerci^iufi  on 
the  depth  of  channel,  and  not  to  wait  until  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment came  around  and  put  a  depth  of  14  feet,  and  then  lose  the  power 
to  take  advantage  of  the  water  power.    I  wanted  to  get  that  fir^t. 

Jlr.  Hanecy.  You  and  your  friends  wanted  the  leci^^lature  to  enact 
into  law  such  legislation  as  would  require  the  immediate  expenditure 
of  the  $20,000,000  that  were  voted  by  the  people  for  a  deep  waterway  i 

Mr.  Deneen.  For  the  deep  waterway,  to  build  it. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  Senator  Lorimer  and  his  friends  opposed  the 
expenditure  of  any  of  that  $20,000,000  for  a  deep  waterway  until  the 
Federal  Government  joined  with  the  State  of  Illinois  to  make  the 
deep  waterway  with  a  depth  of  14  feet  from  Lockport  to  the  Missis- 
sippi, did  he  notf 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  that  is  partly  a  statement  of  part  of  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Well,  so  far  as  it  goes,  it  is  right,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Not  so  far  as  it  rwutes  to  my  position. 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  am  asking  you  about  Senator  Lorimer  and  his 
friends.    I  will  ask  the  reporter  to  repeat  the  question. 

(The  reporter  read  the  question  as  follows:) 

.\a&  Senator  Ixtrlnier  and  his  frlendR  opposed  tlif  rx|>eiiililure  i>f  aay  ot 
ttiat  (20.000,000  for  a  deep  wflterwaj  umil  lUe  Ft-deral  Govurnnifiii  joiood  with 
tbe  State  nt  Illinois  to  make  tile  <leeii  waterway  wltb  a  deiitli  ot  14  feet  from 
Loclcport  to  the  Mleslssliipl.  did  lie  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  am  not  passing  upon  his  views.  He  wanted  Fed- 
era!  cooperation;  and  I  have  his  speech  here,  or  one  of  the  excerpts 
of  a  speech  that  he  delivered,  and  I  fe^'I  that  it  is  hardlv  fair  for 
me  to  pass  upon  his  views  in  that  matter.  I  am  perfectly  willing 
to  give  mine,  but  I  do  not  want  to  appear  as  an  expert  witness  on 
his  views  about  a  waterway. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Did  not  you  and  Senator  Lorimer  meet  in  the 
eiecutive  office  at  Springfield  during  Januarj-  and  subsequent 
months  and  talk  about  the  waterway  ana  other  things? 

Mr.  Deneen,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  did  not  Senator  Lorimer  tell  you  that  he 
favored  that  bill  in  the  leeisliitnre  which  provided  K>r  a  14-foot 
waterway,  and  that  none  oi  the  $^^0,000,000  voted  by  the  people  of. 
Illinois  should  be  expended  until  the  Federal  Government  joined 
^th  the  State  of  Illinois  in  an  appropriation  and  a  method  of 
making  that  deep  waterway  14  feet  from  Lockport  to  the  Mississipv 
River  f 
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Mr.  Deneen,  There  are  so  ™*iy  matters  in  your  question  that  I 
can  not  answer  it  by  yes  or  no.  The  bill  itself  will  show.  In  our 
Bill,  for  instance,  no  depth  was  mentioned, 

Mr.  Hamecy.  I  am  asking  you  about  your  talk  with  Senator 
liorimer  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  There  are  so  many  matters  referred  to  that  I  could 
not  say  "  yes  "  or  "  no  "  to  that  question.  We  discussed  it  fully  as 
to  whether  or  not  the  matter  of  depth,  as  mentioned  in  the  so-called 
Smejkal  bill — I  do  not  know;  I  know  it  is  not  in  ours,  and  I  think 
it  is  not  in  his,  but  I  am  not  sure.  I  know  that  he  favored  a  14-foot 
depth,  and  also  cooperation  of  the  Federal  Government,  and  also 
delay  until  the  Federal  Government  should  first  act  in  the  matter. 
That  is,  I  think  he  favored  those  matters. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Senator  Lorimer  had  made  a  campaign  through  the 
States  of  Illinois  during  nearly  two  years  prior  to  the  adoption  of 
that  amendment  to  the  constitution  of  Illinois  which  permitted  the 
Toting  of  ^0,000,000  for  a  deep  waterway,  and  he  went  into  every 
county  in  the  State,  did  he  not,  making  speeches  for  that  deep  water- 
way? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  about  that.  I  know  he  made  an  ex- 
tensive campaign. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  And  it  was  a  nonpartisan  campaign,  was  it  not! 

Mr.  Deneen.  We  considered  it  a  bipartisan  campaign.  He  and 
Mr.  Kainey  went  out,  and  I  understood  in  several  places  they  or^n- 
ized  the  waterway,  and  also  disorganized  me  at  the  same  time.  Thai 
is  my  understanding  of  the  matter. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Then,  it  may  have  been  that  both  were  beneScial  to 
the  State. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  but  it  is  one  of  those  speculative  things  that  did 
not  happen, 

Mr.  Hanecv.  I  am  only  asking  you  about  the  depth  of  the  water- 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  can  not  answer  a  question  that  involves  so  many 
things,  and  say  •'  yes  "  or  "  no."  If  it  involved  only  me,  I  would  try 
to  do  it.  but  I  do  not  like  to  appear  as  an  expert  on  the  Senators 
views,  because  he  can  say  so  himself. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  am  asking  if  you  as  the  governor  of  the  State, 
and  having  general  knowledge  of  the  different  parts  of  the  State 
and  the  large  measui'es  that  are  going  on  that  are  affecting  or  might 
affect  the  State — if  you  did  not  know,  and  do  not  now  know  that 
Senator  Lorimer  did  make  that  kind  of  a  campaign,  and  that  he 
made  the  campaign  in  Democratic  as  well  as  in  Republican  counties 
and  districts  and  that  the  meetings  were  arranged  by  the  Democratic 
voters  of  the  precincts  as  well  as  by  the  Republican  voters? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  that  they  made  a  general  campaign,  and  it 
was  organized  by  all  parties,  I  assume — at  least  Republicans  sod 
Democrats  were  there. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Do  not  you  know  that  in  no  speech  that  Senator 
Ixirimer  made  during  that  two  years'  campaign  for  the  deep  water- 
way did  he  ever  discuss  politics  at  all? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  was  not  present  I  understood  that  discussions 
had  been  had  after  it  was  over,  and  flouting  rumoi-s  came  to  us.  Men 
came  and  talked  to  us  as  they  do  in  campaigns,  and  we  just  gathered 
the.  trend  of  things  from  reports  that  came  to  us.     I  do  not  know  how 
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extensive  it  was.  It  was  talked  in  the  hotel  lobbies  and  elsewhere. 
I  know  that  the  campaign  finished,  us  I  recollect,  j iist  before— or  it 
was  conducted  up  to  the  election  of  1908,  at  which  I  was  a  candidate, 
and  if  I  recollect  the  matter — and  my  recollection  is  very  clear,  al- 
though I  may  be  wrong — Senator  Lorimer  and  Confjressman  Rainey 
held  those  waterway  meetings  in  the  Congressman's  district,  when  ■ 
you  say  he  was  ill,  and  they  discussed  the  waterways  rather  than 
Democratic  and  Republican  politics,  and  Democrats  and  Republicans 
were  both  on  the  platform, 

Mr.  Hanect.  Do  you  know  of  a  meeting  that  Senator  Lorimer 
attended,  in  his  district  or  any  other  place,  aft«r  that  sununer  of 
1908? 

Mr.  Denebn.  I  had  thought  so  until  I  read  his  speech.  I  am  not 
distinct  in  my  recollection.  My  recollection  differs  from  his.  I 
would  not  want  to  state  he  was  there.  That  is  my  clear  recollection, 
that  Representative  Rainey  and  others,  and  I  know  that  he  was  pres- 
ent and  made  a  speech  there  in  his  district.  I  remember  the  cards 
and  bill  posters,  and  such,  indicating  his  making  a  waterway  speech 
in  the  campaign  of  1908,  posted  all  over  the  city. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Can  you  name  any  meetings  throughout  the  State 
of  Illinois  where  Senator  Lorimer  talked  politics,  either  Republican 
or  Democratic,  when  he  was  making  that  campaign,  running 
through  two  years,  for  the  deep  waterway? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oi  course,  I  was  not  present,  and  I  do  not  recall  the 
specific  statement.  I  remember  once,  at  Carlinville,  some  gentlemen 
came  to  me  immediately  after  he  had  gone  and  stated  in  the  hotels 
after  it  was  over  they  discussed  my  candidacy  and  me,  and  gave 
their  views;  and  I  think  at  several  other  places,  but  I  am  not  clear. 
I  think  I  could  refresh  my  recollection  by  talking  with  some  gentle- 
men. 

Mr.  HANBcr.  I  did  not  ask  you  of  the  talks  that  took  plaoe  in  the 
hotels  after  the  meetings.  My  question  was  whether  you  could 
name  a  single  meetir^  at  which  Senator  Lorimer  talked  politics  at 
the  meeting — either  Democratic  or  Republican  politics, 

Mr.  Deneen.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  know  of  any  such  meetings;  I  did 
not  attend  any  of  them. 

Mr.  Hanec'y.  And  you  never  heard  of  any  meeting  at  which  Sen- 
ator Lorimer  talked  politics  when  he  was  making  that  deep  water- 
way campaign,  did  you? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No,  sir;  not  at  the  meeting  nor  on  the  platform. 
Mr.  Hanecy.  And  at  all  of  those  meetings  throughout  the  State 
in  different  places  that  were  held  during  the  two  years  preceding  the 
voting  of  the  $20,000,000  by  the  people  of  Illinois  for  a  deep  water- 
way, Senator  Xiorimer  had  spoken  and  pledged,  so  far  as  he  could, 
that  neither  he  nor  his  friends  would  ask  for  the  expenditure  of  a 
dollar  of  the  $20,000,000  that  they  were  asking  of  the  people  for  a 
deep  waterway  until  the  Federal  Government  joined  with  the  State 
in  a  deep-waterway  scheme. 

Mr.  Dekeen.  I  do  not  know  what  he  said.  I  did  not  attend  any  of 
the  meetings. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  heard  that  that  was  so,  and  it  was  conunon  talk 
everywhere — in  the  newspapers  and  elsewhere,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  think  it  was  common  talk,  and  I  do  not 
think  it  appeared  in  the  newspapers,  because  we  searched  them  to 
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find  those  speeches  in  our  various  controversies.  Mr.  Cooley,  I  had 
understood,  was  with  him,  and  Mr.  Cooley  has  signed  a  pamphleU- 
of  which  there  were  575,000  copies  distributed  by  our  commission — 
opposite  to  that  theory. 

-Mr.  Hanect.  Do  you  know  of  a  single  meeting  that  Mr.  Cooley 
attended — and  when  you  refer  to  Mr.  Cooley  you  mean  the  engineer? 

Mr.  Dekeen,  Mr.  Lyman  E.  Cooley. 

Mr.  Hasect.  Do  you  know  of  a  single  meeting  that  Mr.  Cooley 
attended  and  made  a  speech  at  which  Senator  Lorimer  spoke  on  the 
deep-waterway  ouestion? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  did  not  attend  any  of  their  meetings;  but  he  was 
very  friendly  and  was  consulted,  I  think,  by  the  Senator.  I  con- 
sulted Mn  Randolph- 
Mr.  Hanecy.  As  an  engineer? 

Mr.  Deneen.  As  a  hydraulic  engineer.  I  think  he  had  a  high  re- 
spect for  his  opinion  andj'udgment,  and  was  very,  friendly. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Judge  Cicero  J.  Lindley  went  around  to  many 
places  with  Senator  Lorimer  in  that  campaign  for  a  deep  waterway, 
did  he  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  was  so  reported  in  the  papers. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  Judge  Lindley  also  pleaged,  so  far  as  he  could, 
himself  and  his  friends  that  no  money  should  be  spent  of  the 
$20,000,000  until  the  Federal  Government  joined  with  the  State  in 
the  deep- waterway  scheme? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Of  course  I  do  not  know  anything  about  that  di- 
rectly. As  I  said,  we  searched  the  files  of  the  papers  when  the  cot- 
troversy  was  ra^ng.  I  do  not  recall  any  such  statement  appearing 
in  the  papers.     It  may  have  appeared,  but  we  did  not  find  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  heard  it,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  never  did  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  I  did  not.  I  understood  he  was  the  one  who 
talked  about  running  up  battleships  from  New  Orleans  and  insisted 
on  having  the  deep  waterway  so  deep  that  we  could  get  ships  up 
from  the  Qulf  of  Mexico  to  fight  Canada.     I  think  that  was  the  idea. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  you  think  that  was  undesirable? 

Mr,  Deneen.  Why,  I  am  for  peace — international  peace  and  arbi- 
tration. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  get  enough  war? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  have  longea  for  peace  for  a  long  time  and  would 
like  to  try  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Do  you  know  of  a  single  meeting  that  Congressman 
Rainey  attended  at  which  he  talked  Republican  or  Democratic  poli- 
tics, for  or  against  either,  while  he  and  Senator  Lorimer  were  mak- 
ing that  deep  waterway  campaign? 

Mr.  Dknebn.  No;  the  same  answer  as  to  the  others.  I  did  not 
hear  them,  and  they  were  not  reported, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Do  you  know,  or  did  you  ever  hear,  of  any  man  who 
spoke  on  the  platform  with  Senator  Lorimer,  or  at  the  meetings 
that  he  attended  while  he  was  making  that  deep  waterway  cam- 
paign, who  talked  politics.  Democratic  or  Republican,  for  or  against 
either  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  about  that  matter.  As  I  said,  we  did 
not  follow  it  out. 
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Mr.  Hanbct.  I  am  asking  you  whether  you  know  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  did  not  attend  one  of  them,  Judge. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  might  be,  and  still  you  might  know.  My  ques- 
tion isjdo  you  know  of  any t 

Mr,  Deneen.  No. 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  is  an  answer? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  say,  I  do  not  know  anything  about  it. 

Mr,  Hanect.  During  the  long  conferences  that  you  and  Senator 
Lorimer  had,  commencing  on  the  13th  of  January,  1909,  and  which 
conferences  you  say  numbered  at  least  20 

Mr.  Denebn.  I  do  not  know  how  many ;  I  say  there  may  have  been 
20  or  more. 

Mr,  Hanect.  Will  you  not  be  kind  enough  to  wait  until  I  ask  the 
question  t 

Mr.  Deneen.  You  assume  so  much  in  your  question  that  I  would 
like  to  get  it  correct,  so  that  I  can  answer  it. 

Mr.  Hanect,  At  those  different  conferences,  which  you  said  yes- 
terday amounted  to  about  20,  or  at  least  20 

Mr.  Denebn.  Tes. 

Mr.  Hanect  (continuing).  Did  you  and- Senator  Lorimer  talk 
about  that  deep  waterway — a  waterway  as  deep  as  his  scheme  was 
and  as  yours  wast 

Mr,  Denebn.  We  discussed  the  deep  waterway  bill  several  times — a 
number  of  times. 

Mr,  Hanect.  You  opposed  the  bill  that  he  and  his  friends  favored 
in  the  legislature,  did  you  not! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  did ;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  your  friends  opposed  it  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  All  that  we  could  induce  to  oppose  it, 

Mr,  Hanect.  And  you  and  your  friends  had  a  bill  before  that  legis- 
lature, and  at  subsequent  ones,  in  which  you  desired  the  necessary 
legislation  to  permit  the  expenditure  of  the  $20,000,000  that  were 
voted  by  the  people  for  a  deep  waterway,  without  waiting  for  the 
Federal  Government  to  join  in  any  way  in  that  matter? 

Mr.  Deneek.  No  ;  you  do  uot  state  our  position  correctly,  nor  do 
you  state  the  bill  correctly. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Will  you  state  it  correctly! 

Mr.  Denebn.  A  constitutional  amendment  was  enacted  which  au- 
thorized our  general  assembly  to  issue  bonds  to  the  amount  of 
$20,000,000  for  the  purpose  of  digging  a  deep  waterway  and  develop- 
ing the  water  power.  The  Federal  Government  is  not  mentioned  in 
it,  Mr.  John  P.  Wilson,  likely  the  most  distinguished  constitutional 
lawyer  in  our  State,  who  drafted  that  and  who  also  drafted  the  sani- 
tary district  bill,  stated  that  we  could  ncrf:  make  our  bill  conditional 
upon  action  by  the  Federal  Government,  and  the  bill  was  drawn  in 
exact  harmony  with  the  constitutional  amendment.  Illinois  could 
receive  money  from  the  Federal  Government,  but  we  could  not  make 
it  conditional  upon  such  receipt  of  money — so  he  advised  us.  Fur- 
thermore, a  provision  was  incorporated  in  the  bill,  as  one  of  the  sec- 
tions, that  none  of  this  money  could  be  expended,  except  for  the  pur- 
pose of  organizing  and  having  maps  and  surveys  made,  until  a  com- 
mission, to  be  created  under  it,  could  state  that  the  whole  project 
could  be  completed  with  the  $20,000,000,  or  with  such  money  as  would 
come  to  our  State  from  others.    I  believe  the  latter  provision  was  not 
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incorporated  in  the  bill,  but,  of  course,  it  would  follow.  We  followed 
his  views  on  the  law.  They  could  not  draft  a  bill  in  harm<Hjy  with 
the  views  of  the  Senator  and  Mr.  Cooley,  and  we  left  it  to  Mr.  Wil- 
son, Nobody  objected  to  the  Federal  Government  contributing  aoy 
amount  of  money.  Our  engineers,  however,  from  their  estimates, 
stated  that  the  whole  thing  could  be  done  for  $20,000,000 ;  and  later 
three  sets  of  Federal  engineers  O.  K'd  the  plans  and  estimates  made 
by  our  engineers.  But,  as  those  matters  are  not  definite  and  can  Bot 
be  definite,  in  order  to  make  assurance  doubly  sure  we  tried  also  in 
the  bill  to  get  the  Federal  Government  to  pass  some  legislation,  so 
that  if  the  engineers  misjudged  the  facts  the  channel  comd  be  built, 
and  the  State  would  develop  the  water  power.  It  was  purely  a 
difference  between  engineers  and  lawyers.  I  followed  the  views  of 
Mr.  Isham  Randolph.  I  did  not  pretend  to  initiate  the  policy  at  all; 
we  simply  followed  the  views  initiated  by  him  and  Mr.  WilsoB. 

Senator  Kenton.  What  did  the  difference  in  the  views  of  the 
lawyers  as  to  the  waterway  proposition  of  Illinois  have  to  do  with 
the  election  of  Mr.  Lorimer? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  could  not  say  about  that;  I  do  not  know  what  it 
had  to  do  with  it. 

Mr.  Hanecv.  That  was  one  of  the  very  active  questions  betwerat 
yon  and  Senator  Lorimer,  on  which  you  and  your  mends  on  the  one 
eide  and  Senator  Lorimer  and  his  fnends  on  the  other  side  differed, 
was  it  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  we  had  our  differences  and  troubles  before  the 
constitutional  amendment  was  enacted, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  asked  you  if  that  was  not  one  of  the  things.  Please 
be  kind  enough  to  tell  me  if  I  do  not  make  my  question  plain,  and 
then  be  kind  enough  to  answer  my  question. 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  was  not  one  of  the  things  that  caused  differences 
between  us.  Later  it  was  a  thing  about  which  we  differed.  We  did 
not  quarrel;  we  simply  presented  opposite  views.  We  never  had 
any  quarrel  about  the  matter.  We  supported  the  general  features 
of  the  project  in  all  of  these  conventions  everywhere,  notwithstand- 
ing the  fact  that  in  our  political  arrangements  at  home  we  were  not 
working  in  harmony  or  for  the  same  policies  or  candidates. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  and  all  of  your  friends  in  the  legislature  op- 
posed the  bill  that  Senator  Lorimer  favored  for  the  waterway,  did 
you  not  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes,  sir;  we  did,  because  it  had  certain  unconstitu- 
tional features  in  it. 

Mr.  Hanect'.  And  you  wanted  your  bill  adopted,  or  the  one  that 
you  and  your  friends  favored,  without  waiting  for  the  Federal  Gov- 
ernment to  take  any  action,  did  you  not ) 

Mr.  Dexeen.  No;  we  wanted  a  bill  enacted  which  would  enable 
the  work  to  be  done  within  the  $20,000,000,  and,  if  we  could  not,  to 
induce  the  Federal  Government  to  assi^  us.  I  presented  the  matter 
to  the  President,  and  he  wrote  a  letter  to  that  effect,  and  it  became 
public  property,  and  is  incorporated  in  my  message;  and  the  views 
are  set  out  there. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  is  just  what  I  say. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Of  course  all  these  matters  are  matters  of  record. 
You  could  introduce  our  messages  and  l»lls,  and  they  would  speak 
for  themselves. 
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Senator  Kenton,  Jud^^e  Hanecy,  will  you  not  state,  briefly,  your 
understanding  of  the  difference  on  this  Waterway  proposition  be- 
tween Senator  Lorimer  and  Gov.  Deneent     I  am  not  clear  about  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Senator  Lorimer  went  through  the  State  of  Illinois 
making  a  campaign  and  asking  the  voters  to  vote  an  amendment  to 
the  constitution,  without  which  the  $20,000,000  could  not  have  been 
expended  by  the  State  under  any  circumstances;  and  he  pledged  him- 
self and  his  friends  that  if  that  constitutional  amendment  was 
adopted  by  the  people  of  the  State,  voting  all  over  the  State  on  that 
question  specially,  not  a  dollar  of  that  money  should  be  expended 
for  a  deep  waterway  or  for  any  other  purpose  until  the  Federal 
Government  joined  with  the  State  in  an  appropriation  and  in  a 
scheme  of  the  engineers  and  of  others— other  Federal  officials  that 
might  be  necessary — to  make  a  deep  waterway  from  Loc^ort,  the 
end  of  the  present  sanitary  district,  to  the  Mississippi  River,  and 
make  a  depth  of  water  of  14  feet 

Senator  Kenyon.  How  did  that  differ  from  the  governor's  posi- 
tion ! 

Mr.  Hanecy.  An  effort  was  made  by  Senator  Lorimer  and  hiu 
friends  to  have  Congress  take  action  and  make  an  appropriation  to 
act  in  concert  with  the  State  of  Illinois  in  the  expenditure  of  its 
$20,000,000  in  the  scheme  of  a  deep  waterway ;  and  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  did  adopt  a  measure  voting  an  appropriation  of 
?1,000,000  on  condition  that  certain  repoi-ts  aiould  be  obtained  by 
or  from  the  engineers  of  the  Federal  Government  on  the  feasibility  of 
that  scheme. 

Mr.  Deneen.  May  I  correct  you  there,  Judge? 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  am  answering  Senator  Kenyon.  If  he  wants  me 
to  stop  and  wants  you  to  talk,  I  shall  be  glad  to  do  that. 

Mr.  Deneen.  You  have  made  a  mistake. 

Senator  Kenyon.  I  want  to  get  the  difference  between  the  two. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  I  have  stated,  briefly,  Senator  Lorimer's  position. 
When  that  constitutional  amendment  was  adopted  by  the  people  of 
Illinois,  at  the  veiy  next  legislature  that  met,  being  the  forty-sixth 
general  assembly,  organized  on  the  6th  of  January,  1909,  at  least  two 
bills,  and  possibly  more,  were  offered  dealing  with  this  subject  One 
of  them  favored  Senator  Lorimer's  scheme,  and  provided  that  no 
money  should  be  voted  by  the  legislature  and  none  could  be  used  of 
the  $20,000,000  without  an  act  of  the  legislature — no  bonds  could  be 
issued,  and  no  money  expended.  Gov,  Deneen  and  his  friends — if  he 
vill  permit  me  to  say  uiat  he  was  the  leader  on  that  side;  and,  if 
notj  he  may  name  the  man  who  was  the  leader — favored  immediate 
legislation  by  the  forty-sixth  general  assembly  that  would  allow  the 
expenditure  of  that  $20,000,5)0  at  once,  without  waiting  for  the 
Federal  Government  to  take  any  action  whatever  in  connection  with 
the  waterway  scheme.  They  favored  a  waterway  that  would  be 
practically  a  power  plant  only,  or  a  scheme  from  which  could  be 
erected  power  plants  for  electric  light  and  power  schemes,  but  that 
would  not  be  available  as  a  waterway  for  shipping  purposes  for  any 
craft  that  could  be  profitably  run  on  that  waterway;  because 
^0,000,000  would  not  build  a  waterway  from  Lockport  to  the  Mis- 
sissippi that  any  ship  that  would  carry  ordinary  freight  could  travel 
over. 
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Senator  Kenyon.  I  think  you  have  answered  my  question.  I 
think  the  simple  line  of  demarkation  was  that  Senator  Lorimer 
favored  State  and  Federal  cooperation,  while  Gov.  Deneen  favored 
the  State  going  ahead  without  waiting  for  the  National  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  Hanect.  More  than  that,  Senator.  Senator  Lorimer  and  his 
friends  felt  that  they  were  pledged  to  the  people  who  v<Aed  that 
$20,000,000  that  none  of  that  money  should  be  expended  until  the 
Federal  Government  did  take  action.  In  other  words,  the  State  of 
Illinois  could  not  embark  in  a  speculation  in  the  way  of  building  up 
a  power  plant  or  any  other  scheme  to  rent  the  power  or  sell  the 
power  to  any  electric  light  or  other  power  plant;  and  they  felt  that 
their  honor  was  at  stake  with  the  people,  and  that  if  that  money  was 
used  before  the  Federal  Government  took  action,  it  would  oe  ex- 
hausted, and  then  the  Federal  Government  might  never  take  any 
action  in  furtherance  of  that  scheme.  Senator  Lorimer  opposed  that 
legislation  at  that  legislature  and  at  every  one  since.  The  governor 
stated  a  few  moments  ago  that  he  called  two  special  sessions  of  the 
forty-seventh  general  assembly.  It  was  before  the  forty-seventh 
general  assemSy,  and  then  there  were  two  special  sessions  of  the 
general  assembly  called  to  pass  that  legislation.  Under  the  con- 
stitution of  Illinois  a  special  session  of  the  legislature  can  not  enact 
or  deal  with  any  legislation  of  any  kind  except  the  matter  ^>ecifically 
provided  for  in  the  call  by  the  governor.  It  is  not  like  the  Federal 
Constitution.  In  the  last  call,  and  I  think  in  the  prior  one— if  I  am 
wrong  the  governor  will  correct  me — there  was  nothing  called  for 
for  that  legislature  or  that  special  session  to  deal  with  except  the 
deep  waterway.  The  forty-seventh  general  assembly  defeated  the 
scheme  that  Gov.  Deneen  and  his  friends  favoredj  and  the  first 
special  session  defeated  it,  and  the  second  special  session  defeated  it. 

That  is  the  position,  briefly;  and  that  was  one  of  the  questions 
that 

Senator  Kenton.  I  think  you  have  answered  it,  Judge,  briefly. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  take  exception  to  the  statement  of  my  views  by 
the  judge.  He  did  not  accurately  express  my  views,  though  I  do  not 
know  that  you  are  interested  in  them. 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  beg  your  pardon.  Governor ;  I  did  not  intend  to 
commit  you  to  any  views,  or  state  that  you  held  any  views. 

Mr.  Deneen.  ^o;  but  I  do  not  want  to  let  vour  statement  stand 
in  regard  to  my  views  without  stating  that  it  does  not  represent  my 
views. 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  did  not  hear  what  you  said. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  simply  said  that  I  wanted  to  take  exception  to 
your  statement  of  my  views.  I  would  not  care  so  much  about  the 
committee,  but  these  matters  are  being  published  back  in  our  State; 
and  I  did  not  want  to  have  it  appear  that  you  had  accurately  stated 
my  views,  or  anywhere  near  accurately,  on  those  matters.  If  the 
committee  is  interested  in  them,  I  will  state  them,  if  they  are  perti- 
nent here. 

Senator  Jones.  All  the  committee  is  interested  in  is  knowing  that 
there  was  a  very  decided  difference. 

Mr.  Deneen.  There  was  a  difference.  It  was  not  a  political  dif- 
ference nor  a  personal  difference;  it  was  an  argument,  and  that  was 
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all.    Our  relations  *on  those  w&terway  matters  were  friendly  during 
all  this  controversy.    We  never  had  any  quarrel  at  ail. 

Senator  Jones.  I  care  nothing  whatever  about  the  details  of  those 
differences. 

Mr.  Denebn.  There  was  no  personal  quarrel,  so  far  as  I  know, 
and  no  expression  of  opinion,  save  once,  I  think,  in  public  by  either 
one  of  us  as  to  the  other. 

Mr.  Hakecy.  You  and-  Senator  Lorimer  were  always  personally  , 
friendly? 

Mr.  IJeneen.  Very  friendly. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  you  are  now  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Why,  yes.    There  is  no  trouble  at  all  between  us. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  Senator  Lorimer  never  deceived  you,  or  tried  to  de- 
ceive you,  on  anytiiine,  did  he? 

Mr.  Dekeen.  We  differed  about  a  good  many  matters,  and  in  the 
heat  of  controversy  we  may  have  felt  aggrieved ;  but  I  tnink  we  are 
friendly.  Our  relations  were  not  disturoed,  except  that  we  did  not 
meet    Several  years  elapsed  sometimes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  were  good  enough  to  say  to  practically  every 
friend  of  yours  or  other  person  that  you  talked  with  that  Senator 
Lorimer  was  very  slow  to  make  a  promise,  but  that  when  he  did 
make  one  he  kept  it  scrupulously  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  have  always  spoken  well  of  him  when  I  have 
spoken  of  him. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  that  has  always  been  your  experience  with  him? 

Mr.  Deneen.  You  gentlemen  will  get  an  inaccurate  idea  about 
conditions  in  our  State  from  some  of  this  t«stimony.  Our  pers<mal 
relations  have  been  such  that  we  have  met  socially  and  discussed 
matters.  I  was  very  greatly  surprised  at  some  of  the  testimony  I 
have  listened  to  about  personal  relations  out  there.  For  fear  you 
might  get  an  inaccurate  idea  of  the  matter  I  will  state  that  they  do 
not  wear  armor  plate  out  there  when  they  meet  each  other.  They 
discuss  matters  as  other  men  do. 

Mr,  Hakect.  It  is  hardly  necessary  for  me  to  say,  Governor,  that 
none  of  this  honorable  committee  vote  in  Illinois. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  wanted  to  give  them  a  correct  impression,  so  that 
they  would  not  have  an  inaccurate  idea  of  our  conditions. 

Mr.  HANEcy.  Governor,  during  the  conferences  that  you  and 
Senator  Ijorimer  had  during  January  and  subsequent  to  that.  Sen- 
ator Lorimer  told  you  that  he  would  agree  that  if  his  bill  was  adopted 
by  the  Iwislature  neither  he  nor  any  of  his  friends  wanted  to  name 
any  member  of  the  commission  that  would  be  appointed  for  the 
expenditure  or  the  control  of  that  $20,000,000,  and  that  you  might 
name  the  commission  yourself,  uninfluenced  by  Senator  Lorimer  or 
any  of  his  friends,  did  he  not? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  that  conversation.  The  only  con- 
versation I  recall  was  when  he  and  Mr.  Sullivan  and  I  talked  about 
the  commission.  He  then  said  it  should  be  a  bipartisan  one.  He 
had  promised  the  Democrats  who  had  supported  hira  on  this  measui-e 
that  it  should  be  a  bipartisan  commission.  Thev  expected  to  have 
two  names,  and  then  there  would  be  three  Remiblicaiis. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Three  Kepublicans  and  two  DemfKirats? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Three  Republicans  and  two  Democrats  if  it  were  five 
altogether,  and  four  and  three  if  it  were  seven  altogether,    I  gathered 
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that  they  would  expect  recognition.  The  conversation  did  not  get 
that  far,  because  I  stated  that  I  could  not  afford  to  be  responsible 
for  the  expenditure  of  the  $20,000,000  unless  I  had  absolute  ctaifi- 
dence  in  the  members  of  the  commission,  and  that  if  they  recom- 
mended to  me  commissioners  in  whom  1  had  such  confidence  they 
would  be  appointed,  but  ih;it  I  would  resei"ve  the  right  to  make  the 
appointments. 

Senator  Jones.  What  Sullivan  do  you  refer  tot 

Mr.  Deneen.  Mr.  Koger  Sullivan.  They  were  together;  and  the 
bill  failed  about  a  week  after  that,  as  I  recall  it. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  The  law  provided,  did  it  not,  Governor,  that  jou 
were  to  appoint  the  commission ! 

Mr.  Denebn.  The  bill  did. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  That  is,  Senator  Lorimer's  plan! 

Mr.  Denbbn.  I  think  so. 

Mr,  Hansct.  Yes;  and  it  provided  for  the  majority  of  Republic- 
ans  and  the  minority  of  Democrats? 

Mr.  Denebn.  Yes;  as  I  recall  it. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  the  Republicans  were  to  have  the  odd  man, 
whatever  the  membership  was? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  majority. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  is  a  common  feature  of  much  legislation  in 
Illinois,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  In  the  last  few  years. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Yes.  Roger  Sulliran  was  present  at  that  confer- 
ence? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  As  the  leader  of  the  Democratic  element? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  is  the  national  Democratic  committeeman,  and 
he  was  there  in  that  capacity. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  At  a  prior  conference  between  you  and  Senator 
Lorimer  did  not  Senator  Lorimer  tell  you  that  you  could  appoint 
anybody  that  you  wanted  to  on  the  commission ;  that  he  did  not  care 
to  have  anything  to  do  with  it:  and  that  as  you  were  responsible 
he  would  be  entirely  satisfied  with  any  commissioners  that  you  would 
appoint ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  think  that  matter  was  discussed  to  a  great 
extent,  as  to  the  personnel  of  the  commission. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  Did  he  not  make  that  statement,  Governor? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  it.  I  do  not  think  we  ever  discussed 
the  commissioners  at  all — he  and  I. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  No,  not  the  cconmission,  but  the  way  that  it  shonld 
be  appointed,  and  that  you  might  appoint  itt 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  would  not  say  that  we  did  not  discuss  it,  but  I 
have  no  recollection  of  the  matter.  The  matter  was  discussed  on  the 
theories,  tlie  differing  views,  of  the  two  enpneers.  Mr.  Cooley  was 
friendly  to  Senator  Jjorimer's  plan;  and  I  followed  Mr.  Randolph's 
judgment  on  those  matters. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  The  only  thing  that  Senator  Lorimer  insisted  upon 
was  that  there  should  be  Federal  cooperation  in  the  deep-waterway 
scheme  before  any  of  the  $20,000,000  was  expended,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  was  one  matter. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  What  was  the  other? 
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Mr.  Deneen.  We  did  not  get  to  specific  details.  I  never  have  yet 
f>een  able  to  ascertain  his  views  as  to  the  amount  of  money  the 
Federal  Government  vrould  be  required  to  add  to  the  $20,000,000 
provided  for  by  the  State,  nor  of  the  views  of  Mr.  Cooley  in  that 
regard. 

The  contest  wa^  not  as  to  whether  it  should  be  14  feet  or  9  feet 
or  24  feet,  so  fas  as  it  related  to  my  connection  with  it.  The  contest 
was  to  take  such  steps  as  can  only  be  taken  by  having  a  law  prepared 
under  that  constitutional  amendinent  which  would  enable  the  State 
to  purchase  the  water-power  site  so  that  it  could  hold  its  position 
while  the  negotiations  were  going  on  between  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment and  the  State,  if  negotiations  were  required,  and  we  could  not 
wait  for  indefinite  action  on  the  part  of  tne  Federal  Government 
and  then  preserve  the  water-power  site.  The  constitutional  amend- 
ment was  passed  on  the  theory  that,  the  water  power  developed,  the 
rental  of  it  would  pay  for  the  waterway.  And  nobody,  so  far  as  I 
know,  voted  on  the  theory  that  our  State  was  to  make  a  contribution 
of  $20,000,000  to  the  Federal  Government.  It  was  not  to  be  ex- 
pended at  once.  It  was  to  be  expended  in  order,  and  the  order  was 
named  in  the  bill:  First,  $5,000,000 — ^first  one  dam,  and  then  a 
second,  and  then  a  third ;  and  the  first  dam  was  to  be  in  operation 
before  the  others  were  started.  Your  recollection  is  inaccurate  on 
that  bill.    The  bill  would  show.    I  think  I  have  it  down  here. 

Mr,  Hanbcy,  What  is  the  depth  of  the  waterway  under  your 
plant 
Mr,  Dbneen,  None  is  provided  for.     It  is  left  to  the  commission. 
Mr.  Hanecy.  The  commission  appointed  now  1 
Mr.  Denelen.  By  the  governor. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  ^nator  Lorimer  could  not  designate  or  determine 
or  control  how  much  would  be  necessary  from  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment, could  he^ 

Mr.  Deneen.  No  ;  I  think  not.  I  have  never  given  any  expression 
on  that.  The  action  of  the  Federal  Government  would  depend  on 
the  cost  of  the  matter.  We  could  not  get  in  a  position  to  negotiate 
with  the  Federal  Government  until  we  enacted  a  law  under  that 
constitutional  amendment,  as  I  was  informed  and  believed.  We  had 
to  pass  some  law  to  get  into  that  position.  The  Federal  Government 
authorized  $1,000,000  to  be  apropriated,  not  for  this  waterway 
which  the  State  has  under  consideration  between  Lockport  and 
Utica.  but  below  Utica.  and  the  engineers  recommended  to  Con- 
gress that  none  of  thiit  should  be  expended  until  after  Illinois  shall 
Rave  first  acted.     I  think  you  will  find  that  in  the  report. 

Mr.  Hanec'v.  Governor,  the  first  conference  that  you  had  with 
Senator  Lorimer  at  Springfield,  in  1909,  was,  I  think  you  say,  the 
13th  of  January,  was  it  not  1 
Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  the  13th  of  January. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  the  meeting  of  the  Republican  State  central 
(.■ommittee  was  called  for,  and  it  did  meet  on,  tne  12th  ? 
Mr.  Deneen.  On  the  12tb. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  And  that  was  called  at  your  request  ? 
Mr.  Deneen.  At  my  request, 
1011S.3— pt4— 11 10 
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Mr.  Hanect.  And  the  request  that  you  made  that  the  State  central 
committee  be  called  was  made  to  Roy  O.  West,  the  chairman  of  the 
committee,  was  it  nott 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes ;  I  conferred  with  him  about  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  the  purpose  you  had  in  view  was  to  have  the 
resolution  which  you  drafted  and  presented  to  the  committee  adopted 
by  the  committee* 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  think  it  had  been  drafted  at  that  time: 
but  to  get  something  in  that  line.  We  had  in  mind  the  matter.  I 
think  it  was  framedlater. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  that  committee  sent  for  Speaker  Shurtleff,  did 
it  notf 

Mr,  Deneen.  It  requested  him  to  appear  before  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  be  did  appear,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  did. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  Mr.  Shurtleff  was  then  speaker  of  the  house  ? 

Mr  Deneen.  He  was. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  And  Mr.  Shurtleff  was  asked  by  the  Kepublican 
State  central  committee  to  pledee  himself  as  speaker  of  the  house 
that  certain  measures  of  your  administration,  or  supported  by  your 
administration,  should  be  favored  by  him  as  speaker! 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  not. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Was  he  asked  anything  except  to  favor  the  adoption 
of  the  resolution  that  you  drew  and  presented  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  asked  to  express  his  views  regarding  the 
condition  in  which  our  party  was  at  that  time  and  to  make  sugges- 
tions as  to  what  should  oe  done  to  reconcile  the  factions  and  enable 
the  parties  to  vote  as  a  unit  anil  accomplish  the  purpose  of  party 
organization. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Who  did  the  talking  for  the  committee  when  Mr. 
Shurtleff  got  there? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  were  there  as  a  member  of  the  Republican 
State  central  committee,  were  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  I  held  a  prosy.  I  was  there,  sitting  as  a 
member. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  you  drafted  and  presented  the  resolution  which 
you  read  her©  yesterday  ? 

Mr.  Deneen,  Yes;  both. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Do  you  not  remember  who  talked  for  the  cMnmittee 
when  Mr.  Shurtleff  got  there? 

Mr.  Deneen.  My  recollection  is  that  Mr.  Thfmias  J,  Healy  -was 
presiding  when  he  came,  I  think  he  came  in  the  afternoon,  ami  I 
know  Mr.  West  left  at  noon.  He  T\ns  the  chairman  and  Mr.  Healy 
presided  in  the  afternoon.  I  rather  think  that  Mr.  Healy  was 
acting  as  chairman  when  he  came,  but  I  think  he  came  in  the  after- 
noon. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  Mr.  Healy  is  a  member  of  the  sanitary  board? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  one  of  your  close  personal  and  political  friends, 
and  has  been  for  years  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  For  years. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  He  lives  in  your  congressional  district,  does  he  not  i 

Mr.  Deneen.  No.    He  lives  in  our  town. 
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Mr.  Hanect.  Not  in  your  congressional  district? 

Mr.  Denebn.  Not  in  my  present  congressional  district. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Well,  it  was  the  old  congressional  district? 

Mr.  Demeen.  The  old  district  from  which  Senator  Lorimer  was  a 
Represent  ative  years  ago. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  He  did  live  in  your  congressional  district? 

Mr.  Deneem.  Years  ago;  yes, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  he  lives  in  the  town  of  Lake,  the  town  that  you 
lived  in  then  and  that  you  live  in  now  when  you  are  in  Chicago? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  Was  it  Thomas  Healy  who  did  the  questioning  of 
Mr.  Shiirtleff  when  he  got  there? 

Mr.  Deneen.  As  I  recall  it,  the  chairman  of  the  committee  simply 
made  a  statement  to  Mr.  Shurtleff  and  asked  him  to  express  nis 
views.  I  do  not  think  he  was  questioned.  I  think  he  made  a  state- 
ment and  withdrew. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Mr,  Shurtleff's  views  were  requested  on  what? 

Mr.  Deneen.  On  the  condition  that  the  party  was  in  in  the  house. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  was  pretty  well  known  without  any  expres- 
sions by  Mr.  Shurtleff,  was  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Deneen,  That  was  the  occasion  for  calling  the  State  com- 
mittee together,  and  the  State  committee  wanted  him  to  justify  his 
conduct,  I  assumed,  and  asked  him  politely  to  state  his  views, 
"Mr.  Hanecy.  His  views  on  what! 

Mr,  Deneen.  On  the  factional  strife  in  our  general  assembly. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Mr.  Shurtleff  had  not  done  anything  in  relation  to 
factional  strife,  had  he  t 

Mr.  Deneen.  Mr.  Shurtleff  had  been  elected  by  25  Republicans 
and  60  Democrats,  and  we  wanted  to  know  the  policy  he  would  pur- 
sue in  reference  to  the  general  assembly  in  regard  to  party  policies. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  any  members  of  the  Republican  State  central 
committee  have  any  legislation  that  they  favored  or  opposed  before 
that  legislature? 

Mr.  Dekeen.  None  was  discussed  at  the  meeting. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  And  none  that  you  knew  of? 

Mr.  Deneen.  None  that  I  knew  of;  no. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  You  had  certain  policies  that  you  wanted  enacted 
into  law  by  that  legislature? 

Mr,  Deneen,  Only  those  that  were  in  my  messages  and  in  the 
platform  of  the  party. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  did  have  some?     That  is  what  I  ask. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  is  what  the  Republican  State  central  commit- 
tee was  called  together  for— to  get  an  expression  from  Mr.  Shurt- 
leff as  to  wlmt  he  and  his  friends  would  do  in  relation  to  your  poli- 
cies before  that  legislature? 

Mr.  Deneen.  And  to  learn 

Mr.  Hanecy  (interrupting).  That  is  right,  is  it? 

Mr.  Deneen.  And  to  learn 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Will  you  answer  that  questirai.  first?  And  then 
you  may  add  anything  else  that  you  want. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  think  it  was  called  together  to  get  his  viewr- 
on  the  situation  alone.  It  was  to  try  and  induce  the  Republicans  to 
stand  together  as  a  body  on  party  matters. 
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Mr.  Hanect.  I  will  ask  the  stenographer  to  repeat  my  former 
question,  which  you  have  not  yet  answered. 

(The  stenographer  read  the  question  referred  to  as  follows:) 

Mr.  Hakect,  Tbat  le  what  tbe  Republican  State  central  committee  was  called 
togetber  for — to  get  an  expresaloD  from  Mr.  Sliurtletl  ae  to  wbat  he  and  bis 
friends  would  do  In  relation  to  your  pollcleB  before  that  l^lslature! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  not.  I  do  not  think  it  was  discussed  at  that 
time  that  Mr.  Shurtleff  would  be  invited  to  appear  before  the  com- 
mittee.   When  it  was  called  it  arose  out  of  the  discussion  there. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  What  do  you  mean  by  when  it  was  called — it  was  not 
known  what  Mr.  Shurtlen's  views  were ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  say,  when  it  was  called  it  was  not  known  then  or 
planned  to  invite  him  before  the  committee.  He  was  not  considered 
in  that  regard,  or  an  expression  of  his  opinion.  Your  question,  as  I 
understood  it,  was  as  to  whether  we  called  the  committee  to  have  him 
express  bis  views. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  What  did  you  have  the  committee  called  for! 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  resolution  states,  tbat  I  read.  I  will  read  it 
again,  if  you  wish. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  The  adoption  of  that  resolution  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  resulted  in  that,  and  that  represented  its  purposes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Yes;  and  that  resolution,  if  adopted  by  the  State 
central  committee  and  agreed  to  by  Mr.  Shurtleff,  would  commit  him 
and  his  friends  in  the  legislature  to  your  policies  before  that  legis- 
lature? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  not. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  think  not  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  What  would  it  commit  them  tot 

Mr.  Deneen.  To  the  party  policies  expressed  in  the  platform  and 
in  the  traditions  of  the  party. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Were  they  different  from  your  policies? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  farvored  most  of  them. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Then  that  is  what  I  say. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  did  not  assume  to  speak  for  the  whole  party.  You 
wanted  to  say  that  they  were  my  policies.  The  party  adopted  them 
in  the  conventions. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Were  they  not  yours,  afterwards ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  were  the  policies  of  every  Republican  who  had 
accepted  election  by  the  Republican  Party  on  the  platform. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Were  you  one  of  that  class? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  was. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Then  they  were  your  policies! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Not  exclusively. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  did  not  say  exclusively. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  favored  them. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Was  there  any  other  purpose  in  calling  that  com- 
mittee together? 

Mr.  Deneen.  None,  except  the  purpose  outlined  in  the  resolution, 
in  so  far  as  I  had  any  purpose  in  it.  I  do  not  know  what  others 
had. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  There  was  nothing  else  presented  to  that  committee 
except  that  resolution  and  a  request  from  Mr,  Healy,  as  temptarary 
chairman,  to  Mr.  Shurtleff  to  express  his  (Shurtleff's)  views. 
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Mr.  Deneen.  As  I  recall  it,  no  other  business  was  transacted  at  the 
meeting.    There  may  have  been. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  Mr.  Shurtleff  said  to  you  and  to  the  committee  that 
he  had  been  elected  speaker  of  the  house  of  all  parties  ? 

Mr.  Deneem.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanxcy.  And  that  he  could  not  act  as  a  partisan  for  the  Re- 
publicans or  the  Democrats  or  against  either,  did  ne  not?  But  would 
nave  to  act  fairly  as  to  all? 

Mr.  Deneem.  As  I  recall  it,  he  said  he  had  been  elected  by  the 
votes  of  both  parties,  and  that  he  would  have  to  follow  his  own 
judgment  on  that  matter,  and  that  he  proposed  to  act  fairly.  I  think 
he  added  that. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Was  Mr.  Fred  Busse  at  that  meeting! 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  James  Pease? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  whether  Mr.  Pease  was  there  or  not. 
I  think  he  was  not. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  Who  represented  him! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Was  it  John  J.  Healy? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Who  else  was  there! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Mr.  Campbell  was  there. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Daniel  A.  Campbell,  now  postmaster  at  Chicago? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes.    Mr.  Reeves  was  there. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  The  late  Walter  Reeves,  former  Congressman? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes.    Mr.  Cowley  was  there. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Mr.  Cowley  is  from  Freeport? 

Mr.  Deneen.  From  Freeport.  I  do  not  recall  the  names  of  the 
committeemen.  I  think  I  have  them  here,  and  I  might  refresh  my 
recollection  as  to  who  was  there.  I  think  Mr.  Dollarhide  was  there. 
I  do  not  recall  whether  he  was  a  member  of  the  committee  or  not. 
Tiiere  were  25  of  them. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  One  from  each  congressional  district  in  the  State? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Fred  Smith  or  Frank  Smith  was  one  of  them? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  there? 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  Roy  O.  West  was  there? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  there  until  the  noon  train,  when  he  left,  for 
Chicago. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  Mr.  Healy? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Mr.  Thomas  Healy  was  there. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  And  you? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Mr.  Biisse,  Mr,  Campbell,  Mr.  Frank  Smith,  and  the 
late  Walter  Reeves  and  Mr.  Cowley  were  all  friends  of  Senator  Hop- 
kins, were  they  not? 

Mr.  Dekeen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  they  opposed  the  calling  of  the  committee  to- 
gether, did  they  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  that  they  opposed  it.  I  do  not  think 
that  they  were  consulted  nlx)ut  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  they  not  give  expression  to  their  views  when 
they  got  there? 
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Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  thoy  did,  after  it  was  called. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  they  were  very  vigorous  in  opposition  to  call- 
ing the  State  central  cominittee  together  for  the  purpose  of  coercinfr, 
or  attempting  to  coerce,  the  speaker  of  the  house  of  repreeentativea, 
were  they  not  i 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  resolution  was  discussed  by  them,  but  1  think 
amendments  were  offered  and  objections  made,  and  some  opposition 
to  having  the  committee  called ;  but  that  was  not  expressed  so  much 
by  talk  as  by  conduct. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Was  it  generally  discussed,  and  was  there  not  very 
strong  and  vigorous  expression  of  opinion  by  those  men  and  others 
in  opposition  to  the  caJling  of  the  committee  and  the  purpose  fw 
which  it  was  called ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  some  of  them  opposed  it. 

Mr.  Hakect.  Did  not  those  gentlemen  oppose  it! 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  opposed  the  resolution.  Now,  as  to  the  char- 
acter of  their  speeches,  I  would  say — if  you  will  allow  me  to  break  in 
at  this  point,  I  now  have  the  list  of  names  that  I  mentioned  a  moment 
ago. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Veir  well. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  Mr.  Peny  Ellis  was  there.  Mr.  Garrett 
Kinney  was  there,  I  think. 

Mr.  Hanecv.  Mr.  Ellis  is  from  Quincy  and  Mr.  Kinney  from 
Peoria ! 

Mr.  Denfen.  Y&s.  And  Len  8mall,  1  think,  was  there.  I  am  not 
sure. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  He  is  from  Kankakee  f 

Mr.  Deneen,  Yes;  my  i-ecoUection  is  not  clear.  Mr.  H.  H,  Ban- 
croft was  there.  He  came  from  the  Jacksonville  district.  1  think 
Mr.  L.  L.  Emerson  was  there,    Mr.  Fred  W,  Potter  was  there. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  Mr.  Emerson  is  from  Logan  County? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  Jefferson  County. 

Mr.  Hanfcy.  Is  he  not  now  from  l^gan  County? 

Mr.  Denfen.  No. 

Mr.  Hanecy  Oh;  that  i.s  the  one  from — t- 

Mr.  Denern  (interrupting).  From  Mount  Vernon.  I  think  Mr. 
Mitchell  was  there, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Mr.  Ed  MitcheU* 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  State  treasurer;  yes.  I  think  Mr,  Blount  was 
there. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Fred  M.? 

Afr.  Deneen.  Yes.  I  think  Mr.  Vail  was  there.  I  am  not  sure  of 
that. 

Mr.  Hanecv.  That  ia  your  friend  from  your  home  ward,  or  the 
■  adjoining  ward? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  that  is  my  best  recollectitm.  There  were  others 
there,  of  course. 

Mr.  Hanf,<-y.  There  were  Mr.  Reeves  nnd  Mr.  BuHse.  Mr.  Cowlev. 
Mr  Campbell,  and  Mr.  Smith? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes.  This  is  not  a  complete  list.  I  do  not  recall 
them  all.  ' 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Was  that  resolution  adopted? 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  was  iidopted  finally,  after  discussion  that  lasted. 
I  think,  at  least  mx  hours. 
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Mr.  Hanecy.  And  practically  all  of  Senator  Hopklns^s  friends  op- 
posed it,  did  they  not? 
Mr.  DENEEfi.  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Senator  Lorimer  did  not  take  anv  part  in  that, 
did  he? 
Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  not  there. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  None  of  his  friends  were  there,  were  they? 
Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  think  so.    Looking  over  the  names  I  think 
Mr.  Biddle  was  not  there,  and  others. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  He  took  no  part  in  opposition  to  that  procedure  or 
the  resolutions  prepared  and  presenf^a  by  you  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  thinlt  his  district  was  represented  that  day. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  AVas  the  State  committee  called  together  again  for 
anv  action  of  the  legislature  or  it^  fipeaker? 

Mr.  Dbnben.  We  adjourned,  or  rather  took  a  recess,  between  4 
and  6  o'clock,  and  agreed  to  have  another  meeting  at  8.  The  resolu- 
tion  was  passed.  In  the  meantime  various  committeemen  were  in- 
structed to  interview  their  legislators  and  ascertain  from  them  the 
policy  they  would  favor  in  reference  to  reconciling  differences  in 
getting  the  party  so  that  they  could  act  as  a  unit ;  and  we  were  to 
report.  I  think  much  fewer  than  a  majority  of  the  committee  came 
back,  and  because  of  that  it  was  not  again  convened  and  the  matter 
amounted  to  nothing.  While  the  resolution  was  passed,  it  was  purely 
a  paper  resolution,  and  it  resulted  in  nothing. 

Mr.  Hanecy^  You  requested  the  members  of  the  State  central  com- 
mittee to  go  out  and  talk  with  the  members  of  the  legislature  who 
were  present  at  Springfield,  and  come  back  again  at  8  o'clock,  or 
whenever  the  meeting  took  a  recess  to? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  urged  them  very  strongly  to  do  so. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  But  a  majority  of  the  committee  did  not  come  back, 
but  went  home  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  we  had  fewer  than  a  quorum.  It  was  learned 
that  they  could  not  do  anything. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  the  opposition  was  so  strong  and  strenuous  that 
the  action  of  the  committee  resulted  in  nothing  but  a  paper  resolu- 
tion! 

Mr.  Deneen.  ,A.nd  the  hope  was  so  futile  of  accomplishing  things, 
after  talking  with  the  members  of  the  house. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Yes.  The  next  day  after  the  adjournment  of  that 
committee,  Governor,  j^ou  and  Senator  Lorimer  met  at  the  governor's 
office  in  tKe  State  capitol? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  that  meeting  commenced  late  in  the  afternoon! 

Mr.  Deneen,  After  4  o'clock  sometime;  at  n  o'clock,  I  think  it  was. 

Mr.  Hanecv.  And  that  conference  between  you  and  Senator  Lor- 
imer continued  for  five  hours? 

Mr.  Deneen.  We  remained  there  until  about  20  minutes  after  8, 
and  then  we  went  over  to  the  mansion  and  had  dinner  together, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  and  Senator  Lorimer  went  over  to  the  execu- 
tive mansion 

Mr.  Deneen,  And  had  dinner. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  invited  Senator  I>orimer  to  take  dinner  with 
you  at  the  executive  mansion? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  I  invited  him.  We  took  dinner  alone,  too.  We 
had  been  telephoning,  and  we  could  not  get  outside.    The  reporters 


12S0  SENATOR  FBOM   ILUNOIS. 

■were  outside,  and  finally  I  invited  him  to  go  to  the  mansion,  and  ve 
went  over, 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  did  not  invite  the  reporters  to  go  over  with  you ! 

Mr.  Deneen,  No, 

Mr.  HftNEcy.  After  dinner  that  night  you  and  Senator  Lorimer 
continued  the  conference  how  longt 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall.  We  visited  and  I  think  most  of 
the  conference  ended  there.  That  is,  we  discussed  politics.  I  do 
not  recall.    Anyhow,  we  were  there  quite  a  long  time  together. 

Mr,  Hanect.  You  were  there  until  nearly  midnight,  were  vou 
not?  *       I 

Mr-  Deneen.  I  noticed  the  pai>er  said  five  hours.  If  we  were 
there  that  length  of  time,  it  was  10  o'clock.  I  have  no  independent 
recollection  of  when  he  left, 

Mr.  Hakbcy.  That  interview  was  brought  about  by  Roy  O.  West 
talkingwith  Senator  Lorimer  and  inviting  him  to  meet  you  t 

Mr,  Deneen,  I  understood  it  was  so;  yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  So  that  Senator  Lorimer  did  not  break  in? 

Mr.  Deneen,  Oh,  not  at  aU.  Mr.  West  was  talking  with  Senator  I 
Lorimer  and  former  Senator  Small  and  Senator  Curtis.  He  did  not  ' 
break  in  at  all,    Mr.  West  was  the  man  that  brought  it  about. 

Mr,  Hanect,  He  was  received  cordially  by  you) 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  think  so, 

Mr.  HANEcr.  And  you  treated  each  other  in  a  gentlemanly  man- 
ner? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  so. 

Mr,  HANBcr.    During  the  whole  conference? 

Mr,  Deneen.  Tried  to. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  And  you  discussed  politics  and  waterway  i 

Mr.  Deneen.  We  discussed  our  nghts,  how  we  had  fought  each 
other,  and  where  we  had  succeeded  and  where  we  had  failed,  and 
laughed  about  it,  and  discussed  the  men  that  we  thought  were — well, 
discussed  the  situation, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  The  man  whom  you  thought  was  responsible  for 
much  of  the  trouble — that  was  what  you  intended  to  say,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  we  discussed  about  everybody  that  was  promi- 
nent in  politics.  It  was  not  an  unpleasant  talk.  Any  mattei's  that 
would  create  a  difference  we  avoided.  We  had  a  pleasant  talk  abont 
former  days  and  of  the  leaders,  and  the  misfortunes  we  had  suf- 
fered. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  the  man  you  had  in  mind,  to  whose  name  vou 
did  not  give  expression,  was  a  high  oiBcial  in  the  northern  part  of 
the  State,  was  he  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  catch  the  significance  of  your  question, 

Mr.  Hanecy,  You  had  somebody  in  your  mind,  and  you  were 
about  to  give  expression  to  the  name  of  a  man.  What  was  his  nameJ 
If  you  care  to  conceal  it,  I  have  not i 

Mr.  Deneen,  Oh,  not  at  all,  I  do  not  care  to  volunteer  it,  and  , 
I  do  not  care  to  conceal  it.  I  do  not  care  to  repeat  gossip  here.  It 
occurred  at  a  time  when  each  man  was  tnlking  freelv  and  not  e.v 
pecting  to  be  repeating  it ;  but  I  am  under  oath,  and  I  am  prepared 
to  answer  any  question  you  want  to  ask,  I  only  want  to  say  tliis. 
that  I  do  not  care  to  volunteer  matters  that  were  stated  at  a  time 
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ffhen  it  was  not  expected  that  they  would  be  repeated.  But  if  you 
want  to  ask  me  as  an  attorney 

Mr.  Hambct.  That  man's  name  was  very  prominent  then  and 
afterwards} 

Mr.  Deneen.  We  discussed  chiefly,  I  think,  the  attitude  or  the 
conduct  of  certain  State  committeemen  the  day  before  and  that  was 
the  real  occasion  of  the  call  and  my  disappointment  in  reference  to 
their  conduct.  I  thought  they  ought  to  support  me.  We  were  talk- 
ing and  exchanging  news  about  the  conduct  of  the  campaign,  and 
exchanged  views  on  a  good  many  things. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  criticized  the  men  in  the  State  central  com- 
mittee who  met  the  day  before  and  refused  to  support  you  and  ^out 
resolution  J 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  did;  yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  they  were  Fred  Busse 

Mr.  Denbbn.  He  was  one. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  Frank  Smith? 

Mr.  Denben.  Tea. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Mr.  C3owley  and  Mr.  Reeves  t 

Mr.  Denben.  I  think  Mr.  Cowley  voted  with  us,  but  made  speeches 
against  us  all  the  time.  On-  the  roll  call,  I  think,  he  voted  with  us 
each  time. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  Daniel  A.  Campbell  and  others  t 

Mr.  Denren.  Yes.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  in  an  offensive  way. 
The  roll  call  would  not  indicate  their  views.  The  resolution  was 
passed. 

Mr.  Hasecy.  Did  you  discus?  Senator  Hopkins  and  his  candidacy ! 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  to  what  extent  we  discussed  it.  I 
have  thought  it  over  a  number  of  times.  I  am  not  clear.  Of  course 
he  was  mentioned,  but  whether  at  that  time  or  at  another  time  he 
was  discussed  at  length  I  do  not  know.    We  were  some  time  getting 

^aainted.    We  had  to  talk  some  time. 
Ir.  Hanect.  You  do  not  mean  that  it  took  some  time  to  get  ac- 
quainted, but  that  it  took  some  time  to  renew  the  old  acquaintance! 

Mr.  Deneen.  To  renew  the  old  talk,  so  that  we  could  talk  freely 
with  each  other.  He  avoided  things  that  would  be  offensive  to  me, 
and  I  did.  too,  and  we  discussed  matters  in  that  way,  and  passed 
along. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Senator  Lorimer  never  to  your  knowledge,  or  upon 
any  occasion  that  you  know  of,  ever  said  anything  unpleasant  to  or 
about  you  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  I  have  seen  some  things  in  the  papers. 

Mr.  Hanect,  You  did  not  believe  them! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  thought  if  he  had  said  it,  it  was  in  the  heat  of 
passion,  and  compared  with  other  things  that  had  been  said,  I 
thought  it  was  rather  mild. 

Mr.  Hanect,  Said  by  others? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  it  was  not  so  bitter. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Do  you  remember  anything  that  he  said,  nf  the 
slightest  disparagement,  that  the  newspapers  said  he  said  about  you 
personally? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  I  would  not  care  to  repeat  that.  I  read  some 
matters  at  that  time,  but  I  did  not  think  he  really  had  been  quoted 
correctly  when  I  read  it. 
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Mr.  Hanecy.  That  is  what  I  mean. 

Senator  Jones.  You  do  not  believe  everything  you  see  in  the  papers 
or  everything  you  hear  in  a  political  campaign! 

Mr.  Deneen.  No. 

Mr,  Hankcy.  That  is  what  I  expected  you  to  say,  and  yon  have 
said  it  in  answer  to  Senator  Jones. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes.  Our  relatiims  have  not  be^i  bitter.  We  have 
had  some  hard  fights,  but  they  have  consisted  of  blows  rather  than 
taUc. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  had  harder  S^ts  together  than  you  had  in 
opposition  to  each  other,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yesj  we  had  some  hard  fights  together,  too. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  When  you  were  both  on  the  same  side? 

Mr.  Denzen.  Yes;  for  many  years. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  When  was  you  next  cx>nference  aft«r  the  13th? 

Mr.  Dbneen.  Do  you  recall  when  the  17th  was?  What  day  of  the 
week — whether  Wednefiday  or  Thursday  ? 

Mr.  Hanxcy.  No  ;  I  do  not,  but  I  can  ascertain. 

Mr,  Denben.  I  think  it  was  the  next  week,  but  I  am  not  sure. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  The  next  week? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  so.  I  am  not  sure,  but  they  occurred  right 
along  after  that. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  that  next  one  and  all  subsequent  ones  were 
either  by  appointment  or  agreem^it  or  suggestions  between  you  and 
Senator  Lonmer? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  they  were  all  friendly  conferences? 

Mr.  Deneen.  All  of  them. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  were  considerably  annexed,  after  the  meeting  of 
ihe  State  central  committee  on  the  12th,  at  Senator  Hopkins  ana  hi* 
friends,  for  the  position  they  took  in  that  meeting  toward  you  and 
your  measures,  were  you  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Considerably  disappointed. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  were  more  than  that,  were  you  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  I  was  disappointed  very  much.  I  do  not  know 
about  being  annoyed  about  it 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  did  you  discuss  with  Senator  Lorimer  at  the 
meeting  the  next  day,  the  13th,  the  next  day  and  evening,  the  proba- 
bilities or  the  possibilities  of  Senator  Hopkins's  reelection? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  think  it  was  discussed  at  that  time.  I  am 
ndt  sure :  but  shortly  after  that  he  gave  me  the  information  that  I 
stated  yesterday. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Who  gave  you  the  information? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Senator  Lorimer. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  What  was  that ! 

Mr,  Denben.  That  his  friends  would  not  vote  for  Senator  Hop- 
kins; and,  of  course,  that  would  prevent  his  election  if  all  of  his 
friends  refused  to  vote  for  Senator  Hc^kins. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Senator  Lorimer  did  not  tell  you  that  his  friends 
would  not  vote  for  Senator  Hopkins  until  after  the  voting  hod 
commenced  for  Senator,  did  he? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  say  I  do  not  recall  just  when  that  conversation  was 
had,  but  it  wa»  had  at  one  lime.  I  think  the  voting  began  for  Sen- 
ator on  the  20th  of  January. 
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Mr.  Hanect.  The  first  ballot,  in  the  separate  houses,  was  on  the 
19th  f 

Mr,  Deneen.  Well,  about  that  time. 

Mr.  Haneoy.  And  the  joint  ballot,  in  the  joint  session,  was  on 
the  20th  t 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  is  the  one  I  recall,  on  the  20th,  when  they  got 
together.     That  was  really  the  first  genuine  battle, 

Mr.  Hanect.  Senator  Lorimer's  friends  from  his  congressional 
district  in  the  legislature  were  Kittleman  and  Schumacher  in  the 
house,  and  Ball  and  Cruickshank  in  the  senate,  were  tiiey  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  From  his  congressional  district* 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Those  two  senatorial  districts  f 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  There  are  two  senatorial  districts  generally  in  on« 
congressional  district  in  Illinois  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes.  I  assume  that  is  the  case.  I  do  not  know  ex- 
actly. I  just  assume  it.  I  know  Mr.  Kittleman  is;  and  the  oUien, 
I  should  say  so. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  (knitted  Mr.  McNichols. 

Mr.  Dem£E».  I  do  not  understand  that  he  was  in  that  district  I 
am  not  familiar  with  the  lines  outside  of  my  own  neighborhood; 
that  is,  the  exact  lines.  I  know  the  localities  and  alliances  and  con- 
nections better  than  I  do  the  gei^aphicai  lines. 

Mr.  Haneoy.  Kittleman,  ^humacher,  Ball,  Cruickshank,  and  Mc- 
Nichols  all  voted  for  Senator  Hopkins  on  the  first  day's  separate 
voting,  in  the  separate  houses,  and  also  on  the  first  joint  ballot  m  the 
joint  session,  did  they  not( 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  understand  so.  That  is  my  recollection,  but  they 
all  then  refused  to  go  into  the  senatorial  caucus  on  the  19th. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  wanted,  when  the  caucus  was  held  on  Senator, 
and  you  insisted  that  if  there  was  a  caucus  on  Senator,  it  should 
also  include  a  support  of  the  measures  of  your  administration,  did 
you  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  not  that  caucus.  That  was  held  at  the  State 
committee,  and  when  that  was  abandoned,  then  we  stood  for  the 
caucus  on  Senator,  Some  of  our  friends  were  very  much  opposed 
to  going  into  the  caucus  on  Senator  after  the  disappointment  in  the 
State  committee.  I  urged  them  to  go  in,  and  I  think  I  induced  at 
least  two  to  go  in,  and  I  think  more. 

Senator  Fletchek.  That  was  held  when  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  it  was  the  19th.  if  I  recollect  it,  the  first 
senatorial  caucus,  the  first  day  that  they  voted.  The  caucus  was 
held  the  same  day. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  The  first  vote  in  the  separate  houses  was  held  on 
the  19th? 

Mr.  Deneen,  We  have  the  telegram  here  that  I  introduced  yes- 
terday, 

Mr.  Healy.  That  is  the  date  of  tlie  telegram? 

Mr.  I^NEEN.  Yes;  that  is  the  date  of  the  telegram — the  19th. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  The  members  of  the  legislature  from  your  congres- 
sional district  were  Church,  Fulton,  Lundberg,  and  Kowalski.  were 
they  not? 

Mr.  Deneen,  No;  Kowalski  represented  the  congressional  district 
north  of  us. 
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Mr.  Hanbct.  Was  he  not  in  the  senatorial  district  that  lapped  over 
into  your  congressional  district? 

Mr.  Deneen,  The  senatorial  district  was  in  both  congressional 
districts. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Yes ;  that  is  what  I  say.  They  were  from  your  con- 
gressional district.     I  did  not  say  senatorial  district. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  our  cot^^ressional  district  runs  to  Fifty-first 
Street;  the  senatorial  from  Fifty-fifth  Street  to  Thirty-ninth. 

Mr.  Hanecx".  Church,  Lundberg,  Fulton,  and  Kowalski  were  the 
members  of  the  legislature  from  your  congressional  district,  were 
they  not! 

Mr.  Deneen.  As  I  said,  Mr.  Kowalski  is  not  in  our  congressional 
district.  He  is  from  the  town  of  Lake.  Those  districts  have  been 
associated  together^  and  formerly  a  good  deal  of  that  was  in  Senator 
Lorimer's  congressional  district. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  Who  were  the  members  from  your  congressional 
district! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Senator  Lvndberg  was  one,  and  Representative  Ful- 
ton and  Representative  Church  were  the  representatives  at  that 
time. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Were  there  any  other  members  of  the  legislature 
from  your  congressional  district ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  No  ;  I  think  not. 

Mr.  HanBct.  Kowalski  was  one  of  the  Band  of  Hope,  was  he  not! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  he  went  into  the  speakership  caucus  and 
refused  to  go  into  the  senatorial  caucus. 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  asked  about  the  Band  of  Hope. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  would  not  say  that  he  belonged  to  that  body  of 
men  who  were  called  the  Band  of  Hope. 

Mr.  Hanect.  He  was  a  friend  of  yours,  was  he  nott 

Mr.  Deneen.  ^ot  an  intimate  friend.  He  was  associated  with 
some  of  my  friends.  I  did  not  know  Mr.  Kowalski  well;  scarcely 
knew  him. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Was  he  not  one  of  the  54  who  were  called  the  Band 
of  Hope! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  he  went  into  the  first  caucus.  He  came  from 
the  district  where  Mr.  Healy  was,  the  man  looked  to  for  advice  and 
Information. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Thomas  J.  Healy! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  Church,  Fulton,  and  Lundberg,  and  Kowalski 
were  members  of  the  Band  of  Hope,  and  part  of  the  54  f 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  Church  refused  to  go  into  the  senatorial 
caucus. 

Mr.  Hanect,  He  was  one  of  the  Band  of  Hope,  was  he  not! 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  he  was  one  of  those  opposed  to  me. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Was  he  not  one  of  the  54  f 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  he  went  into  the  firnt  caucus  and  not  into 
the  second  caucus,  and  was  uniformly  against  our  policies  at  that 
time. 

Mr.  Hanect,  He  lived  in  your  senatorial  district! 

Mr,  Deneen,  Yes.  He  was  engaged  as  assistant  corporation  coun- 
sel in  Mr,  Brundidge's  office  at  that  time,  and  Mr.  Brundidge  was  one 
of  those  who  conducted  the  fight  against  me,  and  Church,  I  think, 
too.    He  was  not  considered  friendly  to  me. 
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Mr.  Hamect,  Church  voted  for  King  for  speaker,  did  he  not! 

Mr.  Dbneek.  I  think  so. 

Mr,  Hanect.  You  know  so,  do  you  not! 

Mr.  JisnEEit.  I  could  look  and  see,  or  have  tou  it  there! 

Mr.  Hanect.  Church,  Fulton,  and  Kowalski  all  voted  for  King 
for  speaker. 

Mr.  Dekeen.  I  think  all  of  theni  did. 

Mr.  Hamect.  Lundberg  is  a  senator? 

Mr.  Deneex.  State  senator. 

Mr.  Hakecy.  And  he  is  from  your  senatoria!  district! 

Mr.  Demeem.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Church  is  from  your  own  ward,  is  he  not! 

Mr.  Deneen.  No. 

Mr.  Hanect.  The  adjoining  one! 

Mr.  Dekeek.  The  adjoining  one. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Fulton  is  in  your  ward! 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  out  where  I  live. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Neither  Mr.  Church,  Mr.  Fulton,  nor  Mr.  Lund* 
berg  voted  for  Senator  Hopkins  on  the  first  day  in  the  vote  in  the 
separate  houses,  did  they ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  they  voted  according  to  instructions,  and 
for  Mr.  Foss. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Won't  you  answer  the  question!  I  will  ask  the  re- 
porter to  repeat  the  question. 

(The  reporter  repeated  the  question  as  follows:) 

Neither  Mr.  Church.  Mr.  Fultoo,  nor  Mr.  Luodbei^  voted  for  Senator  Hop- 
kins on  the  first  day  In  the  vote  In  the  neparate  houMB,  did  they? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  will  ask  now  that  the  answer  be  read. 

(The  reporter  read  the  answer  as  follows:) 

I  think  they  voted  according  to  instructions,  and  for  Mr.  Fobs. 

Mr.  Hanect.  They  did  not  vote  for  Senator  Hopkins! 

Mr.  Deneen,  No ;  they  did  not,  according  to  my  recoUection. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Mr.  Kowalski  did  vote  for  Senator  Hopkins  on  the 
first  ballot,  did  he  not ! 

Mr.  Denebn.  I  do  not  recollect  that. 

Mr.  Hanect.  He  never  did  vote  for  Mr.  Hopkins  after  that, 
did  he! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  that.  I  think  I  saw  him  but  once, 
and  not  more  than  twice  during  the  entire  session;  scarcely  knew 
him. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Mr.  Fulton  and  Mr.  Lundberg  voted  for  Senator 
Hopkins  on  the  last  ballot,  didn't  they! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Abbey? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Representative  Abbey! 

Mr.  Hanecv.  Yes. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  I  know  him. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  He  was  a  member  of  the  Band  of  Hope! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  Ap  Madoc! 

Mr.  Deneen,  Yes;  he  went  into  the  caucus. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  Mr.  Butts ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 
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Mr.  Hanect.  And  Mr.  Church? 

Mr.  Denben.  Yes.  I  think  he  was  a  member  of  that  caucus  (or 
speaker,  but  not  for  the  Senator. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Mr.  Fulton? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Mr.  Hagan? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  Mr.  Hull' 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  Mr.  MacLean? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  did  not  go  into  the  senatorial  caucus.  He  went 
into  the  first  caucus. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  He  was  one  of  the  Band  of  Hope! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  say  there  is  no  exact  definition  about  that  The 
real  Band  of  Hope  were  caucus  men,  the  regular  Bepublicans,  who 
stood  for  caiicu)^  action;  and  as  they  did  not  go  in  on  the  Senator  I 
would  not  so  regard  them. 

Mr.  Hanect.  He  voted  for  Mr,  King  for  speaker! 

Mr,  Deneen.  Yes;  I  think  so.  i 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  Mr.  Pierson? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  voted  for  Mr.  King. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  Mr,  Price? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes,  sir.  I 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  Mr.  Reynolds?  I 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  Mr.  SoUitt? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes,  sir.  , 

Mr.  Hanecy.  All  of  those  voted  for  Mr.  King  for  speaker?  I 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  Mr.  Campbell? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yea. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  Mr.  Scanlon? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  Mr.  Ton? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  Mr.  Ton  did.  He  did  not  attend  the  sena- 
torial caucus. 

Mr.  Hanect,  All  of  those,  15  in  number,  voted  for  Mr.  King  for 
speaker,  didn't  thev? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  t^ink  they  favored  him.    The  record  will  show. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  All  of  those,  15  in  number,  voted  for  Mr,  King  for 
speaker,  did  they  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  so.  Mr.  Ton  was  away  a  great  deal  of  the 
time  on  account  of  illness  in  his  family;  but  I  think  so.  They  were 
classified  as  the  so-called  Band  of  Hope  and  understood  to  be  for 
Mr.  King. 

Mr,  Hanect.  My  out'stion  is  not  wliether  they  favored  him  or  not, 
but  didn't  they  vote  for  him?  . 

Mr,  Deneen.  To  the  best  of  my  judgment,  yes,  sir.  I  can  not 
keep  accurate  recollection  of  all  of  these  details,  and  I  do  not  want  to 
testify  at  random  on  these  matters  and  then  have  to  look  up  the 
record  afterwards  and  correct  it, 

Mr,  Hanecy.  Mr,  Abbey.  Ap  Madoc,  Butts,  Church,  Fulton,  Hagan, 
Hull,  MacLean,  Pierson,  Price.  Reynolds,  did  not,  nor  did  any  one 
of  them,  vote  for  Senator  Hopkins  on  the  first  day  of  balloting,  did 
they? 
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Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  about  that. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Well,  you  have  the  record,  and  you  can  find  out. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  can  look  it  up  if  you  wish  me  to.  I  think  you 
have  it,  and  you  can  read  it,  and  I  will  take  your  word  for  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  They  did  not. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Very  well,  I  wiil  accept  that. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  If  that  is  not  so,  you  may  change  it. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  accept  it. 

Mr,  Hanect.  Mr.  Campbell,  Mr.  Scanlon,  and  Mr.  Ton,  did  not 
vote  for  Senator  Hopkins  on  the  first  day's  ballot,  did  they  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  accept  your  statement. 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  is  the  fact. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  assume  that  is  so. 

Mr,  Hanect.  All  of  those  15  men  were  alive  and  in  Springfield  on 
the  first  day's  balloting  and  the  second. 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  were  alive;  but  whether  they  were  there  at 
Springfield,  I  could  not  say. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  they  were  all  Republicans? 

Mr.   Deneen.  All  Republicans. 

Mr,  Haneci',  And  all  voted  for  Mr.  King  for  speaker? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  sa 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  all  belonged  to  the  Band  of  Hope? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  would  not  say  so.  I  regarded  those  who  held  to- 
gether on  the  caucus  only  properly  termed  the  Band  of  Hope.  They 
were  the  regular  Republicans,  and  some  of  these  other  gentlemen 
<lid  not  go  into  the  senatorial  caucus;  and  I  don't  know  whrther 
they  would  be  termed  regular  Republicans  or  not.  Everything  was 
so  mixed  up  there;  it  is  pretty  hard  to  classify  them. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Senator  Hopkins  had  a  majoritv  in  the  senate  on 
the  first  day's  balloting,  in  the  separate  houses,  didn't  hef 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  is  just  a  general  impression:  but  I  assume  so. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  There  is  no  doubt  of  it? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  have  no  doubt  in  the  world  about  that. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  if  the  15  men  that  I  have  just  named  had 
voted  for  Senator  Hopkins  on  the  firHt  day's  balloting,  in  the  sepa- 
rate houses.  Senator  Hopkins  would  have  been  elected  by  the  vote 
of  the  two  houses  meeting  in  their  separate  houses  on  the  first  day, 
would  he  not,  and  he  would  have  a  majority  of  two  in  the  house? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No,  sir;  providing  a  numMr  of  men  who  ¥Oted  for 
Mr.  Hopkins  did  not  change  their  votes  and  vote  against  him,  and 
that  is  what  they  would  have  done. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Of  course;  but  if  all  the  men  who  did  vote  for  Sen- 
ator Hopkins  on  the  first  day's  balloting  in  the  house  voted  for  him 
as  they  did,  numbering  61,  and  those  15  had  votal  for  him.  it  would 
have  made  76,  or  2  more  than  the  74  nece.ssary  for  a  choice  in  the 
house  on  that  day,  would  it  not? 

Mr.  Denees.  If  those  men  who  voted  for  Senator  Hopkins  all 
allowed  their  votes  to  stand  for  him,  and  then  15  others  had  voted  ' 
for  him,  I  assume  that  your  computation  would  be  correct, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  If  the  15  that  I  have  named  there,  Abbey,  Ap 
Madoc,  Butts,  Church,  Fulton,  Hagan,  Hull.  MacLean,  Pierson. 
Price,  Reynolds,  Sollitt,  Campbell,  Scanlon  and  Ton.  had  voted  for 
Hopkins  on  the  first  day's  voting  in  the  separate  houses,  it  would 
have  made  76  voted  for  Hopkins,  or  two  more  than  necessary  to 
have  him  named  in  the  house  on  that  first  day. 
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Mr.  Dbneen.  Your  addition  is  correct,  but  I  think  your  informs- 
ticn  is  not.  I  do  not  think  the  others  would  have  voted  for  him  and 
allowed  their  votes  to  stand,  from  my  understanding  and  their  con- 
duct afterwards. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  may  be.  It  may  be  somebody  had  influence 
enough  with  them  to  make  th«n  change  their  votes,  if  it  would  nec- 
essanly  elect  Mr.  Hopkins,  but  I  say  mat  with  the  61  votes  that  Mr. 
Hopkins  received,  if  the  15  that  you  have  named  also  voted  for  him 
on  that  ballot  in  the  separate  houses,  he  would  have  been  elected  tiie 
next  day  bv  a  majority  of  2,  and  having  a  majority  in  the  senate, 
as  you  say  he  had,  he  would  have  been  elected  on  the  first  day's  bal- 
lotmg,  and  it  would  only  require  a  simple  meeting  and  ratificatlMi 
at  tlie  joint  session  on  the  next  day. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Fifteen  and  sixty-one-  make  seventy-six.  That  is 
correct  so  far.    I  think  that  is  as  far  as  it  is  correct. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Governor,  on  the  first  balliA  in  the  joint  ses^on  of 
the  legislature  for  the  election  of  United  States  Senator,  that  met 
on  the  25th  of  January,  1909,  Senator  Hopkins  received  89  votes,  did 
he  notf 

Mr.  Denben.  I  will  tAke  your  statement  on  that.  I  understood  he 
received  about  90  votes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Eighty-nine  is  what  he  received. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Very  well;  I  will  accept  your  statemoit. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Th^  was  a  total  number  of  190  at  tiiat  time  present, 
were  there  not,  and  votingf 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  that.  I  will  take  your  statement  on 
that  also. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  100  was  the  number  necessary  to  elect  on  that 
first  d^'s  ballot  in  joint  session,  was  it  notf 

Mr.  Deneen.  No.  There  waa  a  question  whether  a  majority  of  all 
had  to  vote,  or  whether  a  majority  of  those  present.  I  never  took  the 
pains  to  look  it  up  to  see  what  it  was. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  We  will  assume,  now,  that  a  majority  of  a  quorum 
could  elect,  and  there  were  199  present,  which  you  say  you  concede! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  a  majority  of  that  would  be  100, 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  would. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  Senator  Hopkins  received  89  votes  on  that  day. 

Senntor  Fletcher.  Eighty-six,  is  it  noti 

Mr.  Hakecy.  That  is  in  the  separate  houses.  He  received  89  in 
the  joint  session.    He  had  86  later. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Sixty-one  in  the  house  and  twenty-six  in  the 
senate.    That  is  87. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  On  the  joint  ballot  he  had  89  when  they  met  in  the 
joint  session.  Senators  Hay,  Olson,  and  Schmidt  were  friends  of 
yours.  Governor,  were  they  noti 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Now,  Ap  Madoc,  Butts,  Church,  Hagan,  Kowalski. 
MacLean.  Price,  Reynolds,  SoUitt,  and  Ton  were  members  of  the 
Band. of  Hope! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  I  have  explained  my  view  on  that  a  number 
of  times.  I  do  not  know  whether  they  were  called  so  or  not.  Some 
of  them  did  not  attend  the  senatorial  caucus. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  But  they  did  vote  for  Mr.  Kingt 
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Mr.  DzNEEN.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanrct.  And  were  counted  members  of  the  Band  of  Hope. 
There  were  10  in  the  house  and  3  in  the  senate,  making  13  alto- 
gether. None  of  those  13  voted  for  Senator  Hopkins  in  the  first 
OBY^s  balloting  in  the  joint  session  on  January  20,  did  they  J 

jlr.  De!4een.  I  have  no  independent  recollection  of  that  matter. 
The  record  will  show.    You  have  it  here. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Don't  you  know  subsequently  that  they  did  not  vote 
for  him  on  that  day? 

Mr.  Deneen,  1  really  did  not  examine  those  bnllots.  I  read  the 
la.st  one. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  if  those  13  had  voted  for  Senator  Hopkins  on 
the  first  ballot  in  joint  session  on  the  20th  of  January,  1909,  that 
number  added  to  R9  would  make  102,  would  it  not  t 

Mr.  Deneen,  Eighty-nine  and  thirteen,  I  think,  make  ore  hun- 
dred and  two,  I  do  not  mean  to  be  impertinent,  but  that  has  no  rela- 
tion at  all  to  the  facts  that  existed  there,  in  my  judgment. 

Mr.  I^ANECT.  It  had  relation  to  the  fact  that  if  those  13  had  been 
added  to  the  number  that  Senator  Hopkins  did  get  he  would  have 
had  102  and  would  have  been  elected  on  joint  ballot  on  the  first 
ballot  on  the  20th  of  January,  1909. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Taking  it  for  granted  that  all  of  your  assumptions 
are  true,  I  suppose  the  result  is  true, 

Mr.  Hanect.  He  would  have  had  two  more  than  necessary  for 
choice, 

Mr.  Deneen.  If  he  had  received  102  votes  and  100  were  necessary 
for  a  choice,  he  would. 

Mr,  Hanect.  Giovemor,  you  were  asked  yesterday  this  question, 
and  I  will  read  back  a  little: 

Mr.  Hbalt.  What  Is  your  recollection  ns  to  the  action  wblcb  the  leginlnture 
flnallj  toob,  based  upoD  the  caacuB  action? 
Mr,  Dbtteen,  In  wblcb  case? 
Mr.  HEAI.T,  In  any  and  ever?  case  bearing  on  these  qaesttons  prior  to  this 

Mr.  Denreh.  I  think  It  was  followed,  witb  the  exception  of  the  election  of 
Mr,  Shiirtled  and  the  election  of  Senator  Hopkins.  I  do  not  recnil  any  other 
eiceptioQB. 

Mr,  Hkalt.  Is  It  true  that  at  any  time  during  the  senatorial  deadlock  you 
retarded  or  attempted  to  retard  In  any  wa;  the  election  of  Senator  Uoplclna? 

Mr.  DBNEEn.  Mf  friends  and  I  postponed  tbe  election  of  Senator  Hopkins, 
or  some  of  them  did,  rather,  until  my  matter  was  settled  In  reference  to  the 
contest  on  March  17  or  18.  A  number  of  my  friends  felt  that  Senator  Hop- 
kins's friends  Intaided  to  join  and  put  me  out  of  othce,  not  with  his  approval 
and,  I  think,  SKalnst  hts  Jndgmeut,  and  it  would  have  been  SKSlnst  bis  advice. 
If  consnlted.  'niey  felt  he  would  Lave  no  influence  with  those  men  and  that  they 
hitoided  to  Join  and  put  me  out.  Some  of  them  were  nervous  about  it.  We 
tried  to  get  them  to  come  Into  the  caucus.  Two  of  them  from  Hyde  Park, 
.''enators  Jones  and  Hull,  refused  to  come  Into  the  senittorlHl  caucus,  because 
cbey  believed  that  would  be  tbe  result,  I  telephoned  to  those  men  and,  after 
oonsiderable  effort.  Induced  them  to  come  Into  the  caucus  and  to  abide  by  It. 
and  there  were  others  and  they  abided  by  It,  I  understimd.  In  any  eveut,  they 
n«Dt  into  tbe  csucna  and  voted  finally  for  Senator  Hopkins.  I  think  Senator 
Jones  changed  his  vote  a  number  of  times  and  voted  for  Mr.  Foes,  but  some  of 
the  more  active  men  felt  that  tbe  senatorliil  matter  should  not  be  settlod  until 
tbe  gubernatorial  matter  was  settled.  They  were  Interested  In  a  lot  of  IorIs- 
latlun  and  they  felt  the  matters  should  be  settled  together,  and  I  think  some  of 
them  remained  out  for  that  reason. 
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You  remember  that  answer,  do  you  ? 

Mr.  jDgnebn.  Yes,  sir.  j 

Mr.  Hanbct.  And  were  those  men,  those  15,  to  whom   I  have      ' 
called  your  attention,  who  were  members  of  the  Band  of  Hope,  and 
who  had  voted  for  Mr.  King  for  speaker,  the  friends  that  you  had  in 
mind  when  you  said  yesterday  as  follows : 

My  frleDds  aDd  I  postponed  tlie  c1e<.'tlDD  of  Senator  Hopkins. 

Mr.  Dbneen.  I  had  in  mind  principally  Senator  Jones,  who  at 
that  time  conducted  the  parliamentary  battle  in  the  contest  in  the 
senate  in  my  behalf, 

I  had  in  mind  also  Mr.  Hull,  with  whom  I  talked,  and  Representa- 
tive Brady.  Mr.  Brady  did  not  go  into  the  senatorial  caucus,  I  be- 
lieve, at  first,  and  I  talked  with  him  a  number  of  times,  and  whether 
or  not  I  induced  him  finally  to  vote  for  Senator  Hopkin.^  I  do  not 
know,  but  I  did  what  I  could  to  induce  him  to  do  so,  and  lie  voted 
for  him. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Senator  Jones  and  Mr.  Brady  of  the  house  could 
not  have  postponed  the  election  of  Senator  Hopkins  aloile,  could 
they? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No,  sir.  There  were  a  number  of  men.  Mr.  Hull 
and  Mr.  Mills  and  a  number  of  others,  and  if  I  would  run  orer  the 
list  I  would  have  the  men  who  were  very  much  interested  in  what 
was  termed  the  reform  program,  the  progressive  program,  and  s 
number  of  them  were  against  Senator  Hopkins,  and,  I  think,  had 
voted  against  him,  but  they  felt  that  the  instructions  should  bind, 
and  for  a  time  they  voted  according  to  the  judgments  of  their  dis- 
tricts as  expressed,  and  later  voted  for  Senator  Hopkins.  To  make 
my  answer  complete  I  will  say  there  had  been  a  very  bitter  contest 
in  certain  parts  of  the  town  between  certain  Federal  officials  and 
these  men,  and  these  Federal  officials  had  opposed  very  bitterly  their 
nomination,  and  some  of  them  thought  they  carried  it  into  the  elec- 
tion, and  there  was  considerable  heat  and  bad  feeling  against  Sena- 
tor Hopkins,  because  of  the  men  who  were  holding  F^eral  offices^ 
at  that  time.  That  was  particularly  true  in  Hyde  Park,  but  it  was 
overcome  and  they  went  out  into  the  caucus.  They  did  not  care 
about  going  in  at  first,  and  I  discussed  the  matter  at  condderable 
length  over  the  long-distance  telephone  with  both  of  them,  and 
they  finally  went  into  it.  I  am  referring  now  to  Senators  Jones  and 
Hull. 

Senator  Flctcheh.  Governor,  why  do  you  say  that  if  those  13 
men  that  have  been  mentioned  had  voted  for  Senator  Hopkins  on  the 
90th,  there  would  have  been  others  who  would  have  left  him  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  My  judgment  is  from  all  I  knew  at  that  time  and  all 
that  has  transpired  since,  that  those  men  who  refused  to  go  into  that 
caucus,  who  were  friendly  to  Senator  Lorimer  and  friendly  to  Mr- 
Shurtleff,  did  not  intend  to  vote  for  him  at  all,  and  voted  for  him 
simply  so  that  they  could  follow  out  the  instructions  of  their  people 
for  a  oallot  or  more,  in  harmony  with  the  policy  of  the  party  as  out- 
lined in  our  first  primary  law.  What  they  intended  to  do  I  do  not 
know;  but  that  was  my  judgment,  and  I  think  it  has  been  followed  oul. 
The  basis  of  that  is  that  they  all  refused  on  the  19th  of  January  to  go 
into  a  caucus  where  the  majority  would  bind  the  mtlre  party  on  the 
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Senfttorshi^;  and  if  they  were  lor  Mr.  Hopkins,  it  was  plain  that  he 
had  an  overwhelming  tnajority,  and  he  would  have  been  nominated. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Do  you  remember  how  many  of  the  25  Repub- 
licans who  voted  for  Mr.  Shurtleff  voted  for  Senator  Hopkins  on  the 
first  ballot? 

Mr.  Demeen.  Yes;  I  think  so. 

Senator  Fletcheb.  How  many ! 

Mr.  Denekn.  If  you  have  the  list  here,  we  can  tell  in  a  moment. 

Mr.  Healt.  That  is  all  on  this  list  that  was  presented  this  mom- 
mg,  Senator. 

Ifr.  Deneen.  There  are  several  of  them,  are  there  not?  Could 
you  name  them  ?  I  think  you  have  tJiem  there.  I  think  there  are 
quite  a  number. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Your  idea.  Governor,  is  that  some  of  those  men 
would  have  left  Hopkins  if  he  had  been  receiving  enough  to  elect? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  so. 

Mr.  H^NECT.  What  makes  you  think  that,  Governor? 

Mr.  Dbneen.  If  you  will  give  me  the  list  of  those  25,  I  will  tell 
jou. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  This  list  does  not  show  the  first  vote  on  the  senatorial 
mslter. 

Mr.  Dbkbbn.  It  does  not  ?     I  would  have  to  look  at  the  list. 

Mr.  Healt.  We  will  have  that  table  here  to-morrow,  showing 
everv  single  vote,  and  how  each  member  voted, 

TEie  Chalrman.  On  each  ballot? 

Mr.  Heali".  On  each  ballot. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Let  me  ask  you.  Governor,  to  see  whether  you 
recognize  these  names  as  those  of  the  men  who  voted  for  Shurtieff. 
Behrens.  Bush 

Mr.  Denebn.  Bush,  I  understand,  was  very  much  against  Senator 
Hopkins.     Did  he  vote  for  him  at  all  ? 

Mr.  Hanect.  No;  the  question  is  about  the  men  who  voted  for 
.%urtleff.    These  are  the  25  who  voted  for  Shurtleif. 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  pardon  me.  I  may  misunderstand  you;  but  I 
understood  you  to  say  that  if  13  men  had  voted  for  Senator  Hopkins 
who  did  not  vote  for  him,  then  he  would  have  had  a  certain  vote 
which  would  h*ve  elected  him.  Now  we  want  to  get  the  list  of  those 
who  voted  for  him  on  the  first  ballot  that  I  thought  would  have 
changed  their  votes.     Of  course  it  is  just  my  judgment  of  the  matter. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Pardon  me,  Governor,  if  I  make  u.se  of  an  old  ex- 
pression and  say  that  you  are  "getting  your  babies  mixed." 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  I  think  not, 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  was  asking  you  about  the  13.  Senator  Fletcher 
asked  you  about  the  men  who  voted  for  Shurtleff  for  speaker — the 
25— and  how  many  of  those  men  A-oted  for  Hopkins. 

Mr.  I>KNEEN.  On;  pardon  me.    I  may  be  mistaken. 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  was  the  question  that  you  wore  asked  to  an- 
^^er,  and  not  in  relation  to  the  13. 

Mr.  Dbneen.  I  should  have  to  look  at  the  list  to  see. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Now,  I  will  ask  you  to  listen  to  these  names  and  see 
if  you  do  not  recognize  the  25  men  who  voted  for  Shurtleff:  Behrens, 
liiL-ih.  Chiperfield,  Crawford,  Curran,  Dudgeon,  Erby.  Gillespie, 
(ilade,  Hope,  Ireland,  Kittleman,  Lane.  Lederer,  Mcliichols,  Nel- 
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6on,  P&rker,  Schumacher,  Shanahftn,  Smejkal,  Stearns,  Zaabel, 
Zinger,  and  Zipf.  Do  you  recognize  those  men  as  being' the  25  who 
voted  for  Shiirtleff? 

Mr.  Healy.  Judge,  was  not  Zaabel  dead  at  that  time?  That  is 
what  this  list  indicates. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Zaabel  died  on  the  13th  of  January ;  but  he  was  alive 
on  the  6th,  and  went  from  a  sick  bed  to  Springneld  and  voted  for 
Shurtleff  on  that  day,  and  went  home  from  tnere  and  died  seven  days 
later. 

What  do  you  say,  Governor? 

Mr.  Deneek.  I  recognize,  in  a  general  way,  those  names.  I  should 
have  to  examine  the  document  tnere  to  know. 

Mr.  HANEcr,  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  17  of  those  men  voted  for 
Hopkins,  as  follows:  Behrens.  Bush,  Chiperfield,  Crawford,  Curran. 
Dudgeon,  Erby,  Gillespie,  Glade,  Hope,  Ireland,  Kittleman,  Lane, 
McNichols,  Nelson,  Parker  Schumacher,  and  Zinger? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  most  of  those  men,  in  my  judgment,  would 
have  voted  according  to  the  advice  of  Senator  Lorimer. 

Mr,  Hanect.  That  is  not  what  I  ask  you.  Governor.  You  may 
add  that  to  your  answer  to  my  question. 

Mr.  Deneen.  You  have  asked  for  my  judgement.    I  had  not  com- 

fleted  it.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  he  was  not  for  Senator  Hopkin,-^. 
think  they  would  have  followed  his  advice  and  voted  against  him. 
In  view  of  what  has  transpired  since,  I  do  not  think  Mr,  Curran 
and  Mr.  McXichoIs  and  Mr.  Glade  and  Mr.  Zipf,  and  a  number  of 
others  whose  names  you  have  mentioned — I  do  not  recall  them— 
would  have  allowed  tneir  votes  to  have  remained  for  Senator  Hop- 
kins. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  My  questiou  is  this,  Governor,  if  you  will  be  kind 
enough  to  answer  it:  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  these  men — I  beg  your 
pardon;  I  want  to  take  Curran  out  of  that  number — is  it  not  a 
fact  that  all  of  the  others  voted  for  Hopkins?  Is  not  that  the  fact. 
Governor  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  assume  so.  You  have  the  record  there.  I  can  not 
carry  it  in  my  mind  and  follow  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  So  that  1"  of  the  25  who  voted  for  Shurtleff  for 
speaker  voted  for  Hopkins  for  Senator,  did  they  not  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know ;  I  accept  your  statement  in  regard  t" 
it.    You  have  the  record.    I  do  not  recollect  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  some  of  those  17  voted  for  Senator  Hopkins  all 
the  way  throiigh,  right  up  to  the  last  ballot,  or  including  the  last 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  there  were  5,  were  there  not,  or  about  5? 

Mr.  Hanecy.  There  were  5  or  more  who  voted  for  him  on  the  last 
ballot. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes:  5  or  7  out  of  the  31  who  remained  out  of  the 
caucus.  I  think,  finally  voted  for  Senator  Hopkins. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  When  did  you  and  your  friends,  Governor,  decide  to 
postpone  the  election  of  Senator  Hopkins? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  think  I  can  recall  any  definite  time.  The 
matter  was  discussed.  He  had  not  enough  votes  to  elect  him.  A 
number  of  men  who  had  been  instructed  for  Congressman  Foss,  who 
was,  I  think,  on  the  gnnmd  at  that  time  or  shortly  afterwards — at 
any  rate  they  were  in  communication  with  him — did  not  want  to  leave 
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Mr.  Foss  until  they  bad  satisfied  their  constituents  that  they  had  done 
what  thm-  could  for  him.  In  fact,  they  did  not  want  to  vote  for 
Senator  Hopkins,  but  intended  to  on  the  vital  ballot,  when  it  would 
count,  and  had  gone  in  the  caucus  on  that  theory.  The;j'  did  not 
expedite  matters.  There  was  talk  all  the  time  and  feverish  excite- 
ment as  to  what  the  outcome  of  the  contest  would  be  on  me.  It  was 
not  so  much,  I  assume,  personal  feeling  as  on  account  of  its  effect 
upon  the  administration.  If  they  elected  a  Democrat  instead  of  a 
Kepublican,  it  would  change  everything. 

Mr,  Hanbct.  When  did  you  and  your  friends  first  discuss  the 
question  of  postponing  the  election  of  Senator  Hopkins  t 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  that.  It  was  some  considerable  dme 
after  the  vote  was  started,  I  think,  but  I  do  not  know.  I  did  not 
keep  account  of  it. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  When  was  it  with  reference  to  the  meeting  of  the 
State  central  committee  on  the  12th  of  January  t 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  it  was  some  considerable  time  after  that. 
I  do  not  know,  but  I  think  it  was  some  considerable  time  after  that. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Do  jou  know  why  the  members  of  the  Band  of  Hope 
that  I  have  read  to  you — the  15  who  did  not  vote  for  Senator  Hop- 
kins on  the  first  day's  balloting  in  the  separate  houses,  or  on  the 
second  day's  balloting  in  joint  session— did  not  vote  for  him  on 
those  dayst 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know;  no.  I  do  not  recall  the  15  as  you 
ask  the  question.  It  is  impossible  to  keep  all  those  men's  names  in 
mind. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Do  you  want  me  to  read  them  to  you  again  f 

Mr.  Deneen,  No,  If  you  choose  you  may.  If  you  care  to  read 
them.  I  say  I  can  not  follow  those.  Then  it  is  very  unsatisfactory, 
toO;  to  guess  at  what  another  man  thought  I  will  give  you  my  im- 
pression from  his  course  of  conduct. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Approximately,  when  was  it  that  you  and  your 
friends  first  discussed  the  question  of  postponing  the  election  of 
Senator  Hopkins  until  after  your  contest  was  disposed  of  ^ 

Mr.  Dekeen.  I  do  not  recall  jast  when.  I  remember  discussing 
the  matter  with  Senator  Hopkins  myself  and,  I  think,  with  his  com- 
mittee and  stating  that  the  situation  was  such  that  a  number  of  these 
men  who  were  refusing  to  vote  for  him,  who  had  been  instructed  for 
Conffressman  Fcss,  were  doing  so  because  they  felt  that  his  friends 
would  at  that  time  abandon  mo  and  abandon  the  contest,  and  I 
stated  that  that  was  one  reason.  _  He  was  insisting  on  their  changing 
for  him. 

Mr.  Hanect.  My  question,  Governor,  is— — 

Mr.  Deneen.  As  to  the  time? 

Mr.  Hanect.  As  to  approximately  when  it  was. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  I  can  not  tell  when  it  was,  Judge. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Can  y<m  tell  what  month  it  was  ini 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  could  not  tell  that  now :  no.  It  is  impossible.  It 
occurred  between  January  and  March,  or  during  those  months, 

Mr.  Hanect.  Between  what  time  in  January- and  March) 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  can  not  tell :  it  would  be  purely  a  gues.s. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Some  time  in  January  after  the  6th,  when  the  legis- 
lature organized) 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  should  say  ii  considerable  time  after  the  6tb. 
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Mr.  Hanecv.  But  yon  do  not  know  even  approximately  when  it 
■was? 

Mr.  Deneen,  No. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  With  how  many  of  your  friends  did  you  discuss  the 
question  of  postponing  the  election  of  Senator  Hopkins  until  your 
contest  was  disposed  of? 

Mr,  Deneen,  I  do  not  remember  the  number.  I  discussed  it  with 
Senator  Hopkins.  I  think  it  was  talked  about  in  the  presence  of 
Senator  Hopkins  and  his  committee  in  my  office.  I  could  assume 
with  whom  I  would  naturally  discuss  it,  but  I  do  not  know  that  I 
discussed  it  with  them. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  When  was  that  discussion  ¥ 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  can  not  fix  the  date  of  that. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Can  you  fix  it  approximately  i 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  it  was  in  February,  but  I  do  not  know.  It 
is  purely  a  guess. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  The  early  part  of  February? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  What  was  the  discussion  between  you  on  the  one 
side  and  Senator  Hopkins  and  his  friends  on  the  other? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  have  just  stated  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  What! 

Mr,  Deneen.  That  a  number  of  my  friends  felt  that  the  two  con- 
tests should  be  settled  at  once,  because  they  feared  the  attitude,  the 
vote,  of  a  number  of  men  who  were  supporting  him, 

Mr.  Hanecy,  You  knew  that  there  was  a  contest  on  your  election 
as  governor  on  the  6th  day  of  January,  1909,  if  you  did  not  know 
it  before  that,  did  you  not.  Governor? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  I  received  notice  of  it  in  December.  I  should 
have  received  it,  under  the  law.  and  I  assume  I  received  it,  or  thev 
could  not  have  filed  the  contest.  Then  the  actual  contest  was  filed 
on  the  I2th  or  13th  of  January. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  know  that  it  was  before  the  6th  of  January, 
the  day  that  the  house  was  organized  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  expected  to  have  a  contest. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  knew  that  it  might  be  necessary  for  you  and 
your  friends  to  hold  Senator  Hopkins  and  his  friends  in  line  for 
you  in  your  contest  before  the  legislature  convened,  did  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  knew  it  would  be  an  advantage. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Yes. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  can  make  my  answer  a  little  fuller  on  that  point, 
if  you  wish. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  I  have  no  wish  in  regard  to  it.  Governor;  but  if  you 
have  any  desire  to  talk,  I  have  no  objection. 

Mr,  Deneen.  During  our  contest  I  came  to  Washington  on  one 
of  these  river  and  harbor  conventions.  After  I  had  be^  here  a  day 
I  was  interviewed  by  a  gentleman  who  represented  tiie  Globe-Demo- 
crat, Mr.  Keyser,  who  said  that  Senator  Hopkins  had  written  a  letter 
to  Gen.  Rinaker,  of  Carlinville.  to  the  effect  that  he  would  not  per- 
mit me  to  influence  his  conduct  in  reference  to  the  speakership  or  any 
of  the  local  matters  out  in  Illinois,  and  that  he  would  resent  it,  an(l 
I  ought  not  to  interfere.  He  wrote  a  rather  testy  letter  on  the 
matter.  The  letter  was  brought  to  me  for  an  interview.  I  had  not 
expected  to  see  Senator  Hopkins  at  all  and  had  not  intended  to 
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interview  him,  but  after  I  got  the  Irtter  I  went  to  him — he  was  at 
the  same  hotel  where  I  was  stopping — and  told  him  that  I  had  not 
come  down  here  for  that  purpose,  but  that  I  assumed,  and  all  I  did 
assume  was,  that  his  friends  would  go  in  a  caucus  and  be  bound  by 
the  caucus;  that  we  did  not  intend  to  have  him  embarrassed  by  tak- 
ing sides  in  a  contest  in  the  legislature  that  did  not  affect  his  matter, 
but  we  felt  that  he  should  go  into  the  caucus  and  abide  by  it — that 
is  all.  I  also  told  him  that  I  would  have  assumed  he  would  do  that 
without  speaking  to  him  if  it  had  not  been  for  that  letter,  but  that 
I  hoped  that  he  would  make  it  clear  to  the  Republicans  of  Illinois 
that  I  had  not  come  down  to  intercede  with  him  to  help  me  out  in 
the  speakership  contest,  and  he  said  that  he  would  do  so. 
Mr,  Hahect.  You  mean  in  your  own  contest! 
Mr.  Deneem.  In  the  speakership  contest.  It  was  then  the  speak- 
ership. 

Mr.  Hakect.  AVhat  was  the  date  of  Senator  Hopkins's  letter  that 
you  refer  to  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  was  published  in  the  Globe-Democrat.     My  gen- 
eral recollection  is  that  it  was  about  the  middle  of  December.     I  was 
here  to  make  a  spee<^  at  the  rivers  and  harbors  convention.     It 
was  published.  I  think,  while  I  was  here. 
Mr.  Hanect.  In  December,  1908? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  that  would  be  1908.  It  was  a  letter  to  Gen. 
Rinaker, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  you  discuss  with  Senator  Hopkins  at  that  time 
his  position,  or  that  of  his  friends,  on  your  contest? 

Sir.  Deneen.  No;  I  did  not.  I  told  him  that  while  we  would  like 
to  have  his  help,  if  he  cared  to  interfere,  if  it  helped  him  in  his  fight 
in  the  speakership  matter  we  would  not  object,  because  we  had  a 
majority.  We  had  then,  I  think,  59  out  of  the  85  that  we  depended 
on,  and  all  we  asked  was  to  abide  by  the  will  of  the  ma]'ority.  If 
we  failed  to  get  the  majority,  we  would  not  embarrass  him  in  the  least. 
That  was  the  extent  of  the  talk  on  that  subject. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Do  you  want  to  be  understood  as  testifying,  Gov- 
ernor, that  you  did  not  do  anything  nor  did  any  of  your  friends  do 
anvthing  to  postpone  the  election  of  Senator  Hopkins  until  Feb- 
ruary, 1909? 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  matter  was  discussed,  as  I  stated  yesterday 
and  have  stated  now,  by  a  number  of  our  friends  as  to  the  advantage 
of  having  both  contests  settled — having  mine  settled  and  out  of  the 
way.  It  was  also  known  at  that  time  by  me — that  is,  I  believed  it 
to  be  the  fact — that  Senator  Hopkins  could  not  be  elected  without 
Democratic  votes,  after  talking  with  Senator  Lorimer.  I  wanted 
the  matter  of  having  our  friends  go  and  vote  for  him  postponed 
until  the  two  contests  were  settled — until  mine  was  settled. 

Mr.  Hanect.  On  what  date  did  you  learn  from  Senator  Lorimer 
that  his  friends  would  not  vote  for  Senator  Hopkins? 

Mr.  Dbneen.  I  have  stated  that  a  number  of  times.    That  I  can 
not  tell  now.    I  do  not  think  it  occurred  the  first  time  we  talked,  and 
I  do  not  know  how  soon  after  that,  but  shortly  afterwards. 
Mr.  Hanect.  Was  it  the  second  time  you  talked? 
Mr.  I)eneen.  Oh,  I  can  not  tell  that.    We  talked  a  number  of 
times,  but  I  can  not  state  that.    It  would  be  purely  the  wildest  guess. 
Mr.  Hanect,  Was  it  the  third  time  you  talked? 
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Mr.  Deneen.  The  same  answer  about  the  third  as  about  the  second. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  Was  it  before  the  19th  or  the  20th  of  January? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  did  not  keep  a  stop  clock,  nor  did  I  keep  a  diary, 
nor  did  I  have  a  phonograph.  I  do  not  know  a  thing  about  it.  I 
can  not  remember.  I  do  not  want  to  be  quick  in  my  answers,  but  it 
is  impossible  to  remember  such  matters. 

Mr.  Haxect.  You  did  have  a  mind  and  a  memory.  Governor;  and 
it  is  that  that  I  am  asking  you  to  deal  with  in  this  matter — not  a  stop 
clock  or  a  watch.     Have  you  any  memory  about  it! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  have  no  definite  recollection  whatever  about  it,  ex- 
cept my  recollection  of  the,  conversatitai. 

Mr.  HANEcr.  Have  you  a  general  recollection  about  it  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  would  not  want  to  flx  the  dates. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Can  you  fix  the  dates* 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  I  can  not. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Can  you  fix  the  dates  approximately} 

Mr.  Deneen.  No. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  can  not  even  fix  the  month? 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  ocx;urred  between  January  and  the  settlement  of 
the  contest,  the  18th  of  March.  When  it  occurred  I  do  not  know.  It 
would  be  ]'ust  making  a  wild  guess  at  such  matters;  and  I  do  not 
intend  to  be  driven  into  making  that  sort  of  a  guess.  I  tell  you  now 
that  I  can  not  fix  it  in  my  mind,  and  therefore  I  can  not  answer. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  What  action  or  means  did  you  or  your  friends  take 
to  postpone  the  election  of  Senator  Hopkins  until  your  contest  was 
disposed  of? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  think  no  action,  except  they  voted  for  Mr.  Foss. 
That  was  all  the  action  necessary,  and  all  they  did. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Do  you  mean  that  it  was  a  mere  mental  operation 
that  you  and  ^our  friends  had  decided  to  postpone  the  election  of 
Senator  Hopkins  until  your  contest  was  disposed  of! 

Mr.  Denlen.  What  I  meant  to  convey  was  this:  We  discussed  the 
matter  with  men  who  believed  in  caucuses  and  believed  in  majority 
rule,  but  who  were  voting  for  Representative  Foss,  and  tried  to  in- 
duce these  men  to  come  jointly  to  Senator  Hopkins  and  then  to  stay 
with  him.  That  was  finally  consummated,  and  so  they  did:  but  it 
was  with  greai  difRciiIty  that  we  did  it.  Conferences  were  had  on 
that  repeatedly.  They  were  very  reluctant,  in  my  judgment,  to  vote 
for  Senator  Hopkins — very  reluctant.  It  was  not  a  personal  matter: 
it  was  purely  a  party  matter.    They  finally  voted. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Who  were? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  there  were  10  of  them,  but  I  do  not  recall 
exactly.  It  was  diacns.eed  pro  and  con.  I  can  only  give  my  generarl 
recollection  of  those  matters. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  What  men.  what  members  of  the  legislature,  were 
very  reluctant  to  vote  for  Senator  Hopkins! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  would  not  want  to  pass  upon  that  matter.  You 
can  bring  them  down  here. 

Mr.  Hbnecy.  Senators  Hay,  Holstlaw,  and  Schmidt  were  very 
close  to  you,  politically! 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  were  friendly  to  me. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  yon  discuss  with  any  of  them  the  question  of 
delaying  or  postponing  the  election  of  Senator  Hopkins  until  your 
contest  was  disposed  of  i 
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Mr.  Dbnekn.  I  can  not  say  as  to  the  particular  ones.  I  discussed 
matters  with  all  of  them.  I  discussed  matters  with  Senator  Hav,  I 
(mow,  a  good  deal ;  but  as  to  what  particular  conversation  I  hard 
with  him  on  this  phase  of  the  matter  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Senator  Hay  is  a  member  of  the  Helm  committee? 

Mr.  DsNEEN.  He  is. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  he  is  very  close  to  you  politically,  is  he  not? 

Mr.  Denben.  Well,  we  are  friendly. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Very  friendly? 

Mr.  Denben.  I  feel  very  friendly  to  him  and  I  think  he  does  to 
me. 

Mr.  HANEcr.  And  he  does  to  you? 

Mr.  Denbrn.  I  think  so.    I  hope  so. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Did  you  discuse  with  Roy  O.  West  the  question  of 
the  postponement  of  the  election  of  Senator  Hopkins  until  your  con- 
test was  decided? 

Mr.  Deneen.  T  think  I  did.    I  take  it  for  granted  that  I  would. 

Mr.  Hanect.  When  did  you  discuss  that  with  him?  In  December, 
January,  or  when? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  could  not  say  about  that.  Certainly  not  in  Decem- 
ber.    But  the  date  I  could  not  say. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  and  Roy  O.  West  knew  in  December  wh«i 
notice  was  served  upon  you  that  a  contest  would  be  made  on  you,  that 
it  would  be  quite  important  to  have  Senator  Hopkins  and  his  friends, 
or  somebody  else  and  their  friends,  who  had  enough  votes,  with  what 
you  and  your  friends  controlled,  to  decide  your  election,  did  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  You  are  mistaken  about  that.  We  did  not  regard 
the  contest  seriously  until  Mr.  Shurtleff  was  elected  speaker,  because 
they  felt  that  they  could  not  specify  anything;  and  we  assumed  that 
the  majority  would  rule,  as  it  had  theretofore  in  our  party;  and  if 
the  Republicans  organized  the  house  and  also  organized  the  senate, 
with  the  majority  they  had,  it  did  not  seem  to  me  that  the  contest 
would  amount  to  anytliing,  because,  so  far  as  I  knew,  there  were  no 
grounds  for  the  contest  So  that  it  was  not  discussed  as  a  serious 
matter  until  Mr.  Shurtlel!  was  elected.  Then  it  became  a  serious 
matter,  and  when  we  found  that  they  had  85  men  or  91  men  that 
were  prepared  to  take  such  unusual  ground,  then  all  sorts  of  rumors 
were  circulated,  and  men  tre^n  to  get  nervous  about  the  situation. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  had  notice  served  on  you  in  December? 

Mr,  Deneen,  I  assume  I  had,  because  the  law  provides  for  it,  I 
assume  that  he  laid  the  foundation. 

Mr.  Hanect,  You  and  Roy  O.  West  did  know,  then,  on  the  6th 
of  January.  1909,  that  there  was  a  serious  question  before  you  in  the 
contest  that  was  made  on  you,  and  that  it  would  be  necessary  to  have 
more  votes  than  you  then  were  able  to  control  in  order  to  decide  your 
contest  in  your  favor,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Not  serious  at  all,  if  the  Republicans  organized  the 
house. 

Mr.  Hanect.  No;  but  I  say  on  the  6th,  after  Mr.  Shurtleff  was 
elected,  you  and  Roy  We.'it  did  know  that  it  was  serious,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  did.    I  do  not  know  what  he  did.    I  did. 

Mr.  Hanect,  Roy  West  was  in  Springfield  at  that  time,  was  he 
not,  and  in  consultation  and  conference  with  you? 
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Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  that  he  was  not  there  on  the  6th.  I  think 
he  left  the  night  of  the  5th,  when  the  King  caucus  was  called,  and 
he  went  home. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  He  went  back  immediately,  did  he  not,  after  the 
organization  of  the  house? 

Mr.  Deneen.  After  the  caucus.  I  do  not  think  he  waited  for 
the 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  mean,  he  went  back  to  Springfield  again  immedi- 
ately after  Shurtleff  was  elected  t 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  assume  he  was  elected  on  Wednesday.  He  could 
not  likely  go  back  until  the  following  week,  as  everybody  went  home 
on  thatni^tor  the  next  morning.  I  can  not  place  it.  I  just  answer 
from  my  general  knowledge  of  the  way  things  were  conducted.  They 
usually  met  on  Wednesday  and  organized,  and  most  of  them  got  out 
that  night.     My  testimony  on  that  is  just  from  custom. 

Mr,  HANBcr.  Did  you  go  to  "Chicago  between  the  6th  and  the  12th* 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Koy  West  was  in  Springfield  on  the  12th  of  January, 
was  he  not! 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  there  until  noon. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  he  was  there  some  days  before  the  12th,  was 
he  not! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  he  came  down  in  the  morning. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  On  the  morning  of  the  12th ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  is  my  general  recollection. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  you  and  he  discussed  the  seriousness  of  the 
contest  that  was  being  made  on  your  election  t 

Mr.  Deneen.  We  were  discussing  the  matter  of  organizing 

Mr,  Hanecy.  I  did  not  ask  you  what  else  you  discussed. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  assume  we  discussed  it.  I  do  not  recall  any  fea- 
tures of  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Yes.  You  did  discuss  with  Roy  West  on  several 
occasions  after  that  and  before  the  Idth  of  January,  the  contest  that 
was  made  on  you,  did  you  not ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  assume  so. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  you  employed  an  attorney,  did  you  not.  to 
represent  you ! 

Mr,  Deneen,  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  was  Orville  P.  Berry,  was  it  not! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Orville  F.  Berry. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  He  is  now  one  of  the  railroad  and  warehouse  com- 
missioners by  your  appointment,  is  he  not! 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  is;  yes. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  He  was  appointed  shortly  after  that  by  you ! 

Mr,  Deneen.  Some  time  after  that. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  and  Mr.  Berry  and  Mr.  West  had  numerous 
conferences  and  consultations,  did  you  not,  after  the  12th? 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  do  not  think  that  Mr.  Berry  and  Mr,  West  and 
I  had  any  conferences.    Mr.  Berr*'  and  I  had  several. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Do  you  remember  whether  Mr.  Roy  O.  West  went 
and  talked  with  other  members  of  the  legislature  before  the  19th 
or  the  20th  of  January  about  the  seriousftess  of  your  contest  and 
what  might  happen  if  Senator  Hopkins  was  elected  Senator  before 
your  contest  was  disposed  of? 
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Mir.  Denebk.  No  ;  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  You  do  not  know  anyl^ne  about  that) 

Mr.  Denben.  I  do  not  know ;  no.    I  could  not  say. 

Mr.  Hanect.  What  is  that* 

Mr.  Denebn.  I  say  I  do  not  know  anything  about  that,  as  to  what 
he  did. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  What  did  you  or  your  friends  do  to  i>06tpoDe  the  elec- 
tion of  Seaiator  Hopkins  until  your  contest  was  d«udea^ 

Mr.  Denben.  The  10  men^ — I  think  there  were  10,  or  some  number 
about  that^who  afterwards  voted  for  Senator  Hopkins,  I  think,  con- 
tinued to  vote  for  Mr.  Foss.  I  would  have  to  refresh  my  recollec- 
tion as  to  whether  tiiere  vae  that  many.  I  could  not  name  them. 
I  have  been  thinkiiif  while  you  have  been  asking  questions,  and  I  can 
not  enumerate  10  of  them.  But  whatever  was  done,  that  was  all  that 
could  be  done,  of  course. 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  is,  10  of  your  friends  voted  for  Mr.  Foss? 

Mr.  Denben.  Now,  you  have  assumed  the  matter  that  I  have 
stated  I  did  not  know.    There  was  some  number  about  like  that. 

Mr.  Hanp.cy.  Did  you  not  mention  10? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Some  number  like  that.  I  could  not  enumerate  tJiem. 
I  can  not  recall  three.  I  would  have  to  examine  the  matter  and 
think  it  over. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Those  10  continued  to  vote  for  somebody  other  than 
Mr.  Hopkins  up  to  the  last  ballot,  did  they  not,  not  including  the 
last? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  think  that  is  so. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Who  were  those  10 1 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  say  I  do  not  remember  them;  but  I  think  after  a 
number  of  ballots  had  been  taken,  30  or  40,  they  went  to  Senator 
Hopkins — I  have  a  vague  recollection — ^and  then  went  back.  I 
think  they  went  for  him  on  one  or  two  occasions,  and  they  drifted 
hack  to  Foss;  but  all  the  time  it  was  known  by  Senator  Hopkins,  and, 
I  think,  published,  that  they  would  ultimately  go  with  him  on  the 
test  vote,  and  went  with  him.  I  think  there  were  about  10,  but  I  am 
not  certain  on  that  matter.    There  may  have  been  more. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Do  you  know  any  other  thing  that  was  done  by  you 
or  your  friends  to  postpone  the  election  of  Senator  Hopkins  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Nothing,    Ko,  sir.    I  do  not  recall  it. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Those  10  men  did  vote  for  Senator  Hopkins  on  the 
last  ballot,  the  one  on  which  Senator  Lorimer  was  elected,  did  they 
not! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Whatever  the  number  was;  yes.     I  think  so. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Was  not  the  number  13  or  15,  Governor! 

Mr.  Denben.  I  do  not  recall.  By  examining  the  matter  and  the 
votes  I  assume  it  would  refresh  my  recollection,  but  I  have  no  dis- 
tinct recollection  of  that.  I  have  been  engaged  in  other  business 
besides  looking  at  those  records. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Were  Hayj  Olsen,  and  Schmidt  any  of  those  10  ? 

Mr.  Dbnebn.  I  noticed  m  getting  up  material  here  that  Senator 
Schmidt  did  not  vote.  At  least,  he  did  not  appear  to  vote.  I  do 
not  know  why. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  He  did  not  vote  at  all ! 
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Mr.  Deneen.  He  did  not  vote.  I  do  not  know  why.  I  have  no 
recollection  &s  to  whether  he  was  ill  or  engaged  in  court.  He  died 
afterwards. 

Mr.  Hanect.  He  did  not  die  until  long  Bft«r  that? 

Mr.  Dbnken.  a  year  elapsed,  I  think.  I  do  not  know  why  he  v&9 
not  there. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Were  Hay,  Olsen,  and  Schmidt  any  of  the  10  men 
that  you  have  in  mind  ? 

Mr.  Dbneeit.  I  have  more  in  mind  th«  matter  of  Senator  Jmes 
and  his  friends.    He  was  doing  all  of  the  organizing  of  those  men. 

Mr.  HANEcr.  I  know.  You  have  answered  something  that  I  did 
not  ask  you,  and  vou  did  not  answer  what  I  did. ask  yon.  Governor. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  was  trying  to  convey  what  I  had  in  mind. 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  would  tike  to  have  you  talk  about  the  same  thing 
that  I  am  talking  about,  and  we  will  get  along  m<H^  quickly.  Other- 
wise we  have  to  come  back  to  my  question  again. 

I  will  ask  the  stenographer  to  read  my  former  question. 

(The  stenographer  thereupon  read  the  question,  as  follows :) 


Mr,  Peneen.  I  had  in  mind  Mr.  Jones  and  his  friends.  I  think 
that  is  a  definite  answer. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  But  you  have  not  told  me  whether  they  were,  either 
or  any  of  them,  any  of  the  10, 

Mr.  Dbneen.  I  can  not  say  whether  or  not  I  had  those  men  in 
mind.  Mr.  Jones  was  the  man  who  was  directing  the  matter.  He  is 
the  man  I  have  in  mind.    We  depend  on  him  for  those  men. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Oh !  Mr.  Jones  was  the  leader,  then,  and  you  de- 
pended on  him,  and  he  went  out  and  arranged  with  others,  did  hei 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  I  would  not  say  that;  but  T  gathered  my  im- 
pression from  him.  I  was  not  .w  actively  engaged  m  this  matter  as 
your  questions  would  seem  to  indicate.  I  was  the  recipient  of  a 
great  deal  of  advice  and  information,  but  I  was  not  out  lobbying.  I 
did  not  go  to  the  hotels,  I  think,  but  once,  in  the  entire  session,  and 
I  think  that  was  in  the  extra  session,  I  did  not  meet  these  men,  ex- 
cept as  they  called  upon  me,  and  I  was  not  around  the  lobbies.  I 
was  in  neither  house.  I  was  not  in  the  committee,  and  T  did  not  stay 
in  the  hall  and  talk  to  them,  but  only  met  the  men  who  came  to  me, 
and  gathered  information  such  as  drifted  into  the  office. 

Mr.  Hankcy.  You  depended  on  Senator  Jones  or  Roy  West,  or 
some  other  friend 

Mr.  Deneen.  Senator  Jones 

Mr.  Hanecy  (continuing).  To  do  the  things  that  you  thought 
should  be  done? 

Mr.  Denef-n.  T  depended  on  him  for  the  information  coming  from 
those  with  whom  he  was  directly  associated.  Mr.  Hidl,  who  was 
chairman  of  the  Republican  caucus,  as  I  remember,  furnished  infor- 
mation from  those  in  the  so-called  Band  of  Hope.  He  was  the 
chairman  of  the  caucus.  Mr.  King  was  the  nominee  for  speaker, 
Mr.  HhH  was  there  very  often,  and  he  called  and  gave  his  views,  and 
gave  information. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Were  Mr.  Reynolds,  Mr.  MacTjcan,  Mr.  King,  Mr. 
Ap  Madoc,  and  Mr.  Price,  members  of  the  Band  of  Hope  and  voting 
for  King  t 
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Mr.  Deneek.  I  cao  just  repeat  the  answer  that  I  haTV  ^ven 
B  number  of  times  to  that,  that  those  meo.  when  in  this  caucus,  as  I 
understand,  voted  for  King,  and  then  remained  out  of  the  caucus 
on  Senator.  Whether  you  would  call  them  members  of  the  Band 
of  Hope,  I  do  not  know.  Vou  would  have  to  leave  that  to  the  mem- 
bers. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Tbey  were  friends  of  yours,  were  they  not  i 

Mr.  Dekben.  They  were  friendly  in  some  matters,  and  twl  so 
friendly  on  othws. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Beynolds.  MacLean,  King — King  was  the  caucus 
nominee,  was  he  not ! 

Mr.  Demeek.  He  was  the  caucus  nominee. 

Mr.  Hanecy  (continuing).  And  Ap  Madoc  and  Price  were  two 
of  the  Hyde  Par^  members,  were  th^  not  1 

Mr.  Dbmeex.  No.  Mr.  Price  came  from  Senator  Hopkins's  own 
district. 

Mr.  Hakecy.  Oh.  ves.     And  Ap  Madoc  J 

Mr.  Denebn.  Ap  Madoc  was  from  the  district  in  the  sixth  ward 
of  Chicago,  South  Thirtv-ninth  Street. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  Beynol(fs,  MacLean.  and  King.  Ap  Mador  and  Price 
were  five  of  the  nme  members  of  the  contest  committee  that  had 
your  contest  t 

Mr.  Deneen.  Who  were  they  i 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Reynolds,  MacLean,  King,  Ap  Madoc,  and  Price. 

Mr.  Dbnesn.  I  think  those  were  the  members. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Thoae  were  the  members  appointed  by  Speaker 
Shurtleff? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  they  were  all  friwidly  to  you  i 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  that  they  were  unfriendly :  I  con- 
sidered them  friendly. 

Mr-  Hanecy.  Donahue,  Hruby,  Murphy,  and  Walsh  were  the 
Democrats  f 

Mr.  Denbek.  I  think  so,  if  I  remember  right. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  the  senate  committee  was  appointed  entirely 
by  your  fnends,  was  it  not  I 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  who  appointed  them.  You  can  read 
the  members. 

Mr,  Hanbcy.  Breidt,  Gardner,  Jones.  Potter,  Erby,  McKenzie, 
Heam.  Ireland,  and  the  famous  Holstlaw. 

Mr.  Denben.  Yea ;  I  do  not  know  who  appointed  them :  whether 
they  were  appointed  by  resolution  or  by  the  presiding  officer, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  But  your  friends  controlled  the  senate  by  a  larjre 
majority,  did  they  not ! 

Mr,  Deneen.  ^o;  I  think  they  had  a  majority  of  the  BepublioanK. 
but  not  a  majority  of  the  senate.  I  think  they  had  almiit  IK  or  19 
members.  I  am  not  sure  of  that.  But  I  am  quite  sure  tlint  they 
had  a  majority  in  our  party. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Five  of  the  nine  members  of  the  house  that  were 
appointed  by  Shurtleff  to  deal  with  your  congest  were  friends  of 
yours,  were  they  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  new,  I  do  not  recall  juMt  who  they  were.  Will 
you  name  them  again,  please? 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Beynolds,  Macljean,  King,  Ap  Madoc,  and  Price?, 
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Mr.  Deneen.  Mr.  MacLean  stayed  out  of  the  caucus.  Ap  Madoc 
did.  Mr.  Price  I  scarcely  knew,  and  I  scarcely  knew  Mr.  MacLean. 
I  Imew  Mr,  Ap  Madoc,  but  not  well,  Mr.  Reynolds  came  from  terri- 
tory that  was  very  friendly,  and  had  been  a  candidal*  for  speaker, 
and  had  failed.  I  think  he  had  been  a  candidate.  Anyway  he  w»a 
friendly,  I  think. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  They  were  very  friendly  to  you,  were  they  not,  Gov- 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  of  their  being  unfriendly.  I  do  not 
know  what  they  would  have  done  on  matters. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  you  think,  or  do  you  think  now,  that  any  one 
of  those  men  would  have  voted  to  throw  you  out  of  your  seat  as 
governor  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Not  on  the  testimony  that  could  be  adduced  or  the 
evidence. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  You  were  not  afraid ! 

Mr.  Deneen. "No;  nor  of  anybody  else. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  Or  of  any  of  these  five  Republicans  that  formed  the 
majority  of  that  committee  appointed  by  the  house  to  deal  with  your 
contest,  were  you? 

Mr,  Deneen,  That  committee  was  appointed  in  February,  and 
when  it  was  appointed  I  thought  it  was  a  fair  committee, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  think  so  now,  do  you  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  They  reported  in  your  favor,  did  they  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  reported  that  they  had  asked  the  petitioners 
to  file  specific  charges,  and  that  they  filed  nothing  but  the  petition 
and  offered  nothing  but  the  petition,  and  therefore  they  recommend 
that  it  be  dismiss^.  It  would  be  just  like  a  lawsuit  where  they 
offered  nothing  but  the  declaration.    There  was  nothing  else  to  do. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  There  was  not  a  Lorimer  man  on  that  contest  com- 
mittee, was  there.  Governor  f 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  you  mean  who  voted  for  Shurtleff  for  speaker! 
There  were  several  of  them. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  I  mean  what  I  said.  Governor. 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  is  just  a  dispute  about  definitions.  I  have  in 
mind  the  Shurtleff  bipartisan  organization.  If  you  call  that  Lori- 
mer, I  would  say  yes.     If  you  do  not,  there  is  another  answer. 

Mir.  Hanecy.  I  mean  what  I  say,  Governor.  Will  you  be  kind 
enough  to  answer  the  question! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  am  testifying  to  what  I  mean.  Who  are  the 
Democrats  there?     Hruby  was  friendly  to  Senator  Lorimer. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  am  asking  about  Republicans! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh !  I  think  Price  was  friendly  to  him,  and  I  think 
MacLean  was. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Was  not  Price  a  Hopkins  man ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  not,  but  I  do  not  know.  He  came  from  Hop- 
kins's district,  but  I  think  he  was  against  him.  I  think  he  made  a 
canvass  against  him. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Was  he  not  the  close  friend  of  your  close  friend. 
Colonel,  now  Congressman,  Copley! 

Mr,  Deneen,  I  think  he  was  friendly  to  Col.  Copley  and  un- 
friendlv  to  Senator  Hopkins. 

Mr.  tiANECY.  Was  Reynolds  a  Lorimer  man! 
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Mr.  Denbex.  Ko. 

Mr.  HANEcr.  Was  MacLean  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  he  voted  for  him,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  you  consider  him  a  Lorimer  man  ? 

Mr.  Denben.  I  did  not  know  at  that  time  MacLean's  attitude.  I 
understood  that  Mr.  Weber,  who  was  the  leader  to  whom  you  have 
referred,  had  opposed  his  candidacy.  At  least,  so  I  understood. 
And  I  did  not  know  what  attitude  he  would  have  toward  me  on 
account  of  that.  While  I  was  not  directly  concerned,  sometimes  I 
suffered  by  reason  of  those  matters.  My  recollection  is  that  Mr. 
Weber  opposed  his  candidacy,  and  that  he  was  elected  in  that  way. 
I  am  not  sure  about  that. 

Mr,  Hakecy.  Did  he  not  vote  for  King  for  speaker? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  he  did. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  know  he  did,  do  you  not,  Governor? 

Mr.  1>ENEEN.  Read  those  who  voted  for  him  and  I  will  take  your 
statement. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  will  tell  you  that  he  did,  and  you  can  verify  it  or 
contradict  it. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  will  accept  your  statement. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Mr.  Reynolds  voted  for  King,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  King  was  a  candidate  himself,  was  he  not? 

Mr,  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  Ap  Madoc  voted  for  King,  did  he  not ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yea. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  Price  voted  for  King? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Were  Dtaiahue,  Hruby,  Murphy,  or  Walsh  Lts-imer 
men? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  how  many  of  them  voted  for  the  Sena- 
tor, but  some  of  th«n  did,  I  am  quite  sure. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  Do  you  not  know  that  DtMiahue  said  that  he  did  not 
vote  for  him  and  would  not  vote  for  him  and  would  not  vote  for  any 
Republican;  but  if  he  voted  for  any  Republican  he  would  vote  for 
Lorimer,  but  he  would  not  vote  for  Lorimer  under  any  circum- 
stances? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No  ;  I  do  not  know  what  he  said  about  that. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Do  you  not  know  that  he  so  testified  before  the  for- 
mer senatorial  committee  in  Chicago? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  know  tha*  he  did  not  vote  for  Lorimer? 

Mr.  Deneen.  You  read  it,  and  I  will  take  your  statement.  I  know 
nothing  about  Mr.  Donahue. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Mr.  Hruby  did  not  vote  for  Lorimer,  did  he? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  thought  so.    I  think  so. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  William  Murphy  did  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  One  of  the  Murphys  did.    I  do  not  know  which  one. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  William  did  not? 

Mr.  Denben.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Mr,  Walsh  did  not,  did  he? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  thought  so. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Do  you  know  anything  about  it? 
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Mr.  Deneen.  No.  I  can  not  keep  it  in  mind.  You  have  a  record 
there.    I  thought  he  did. 

Mr.  Hanecv.  The  five  men  appointed  by  Shurtleff  on  your  contest 
committee,  or  the  committee  that  had  your  contest  in  charge,  and 
who  voted  against  Shurtleff  for  speaker,  were  Reynolds,  MacLean, 
King,  Ap  Madoc,  and  Price,  and  they  were  a  majority  of  that  con- 
test committee  in  the  house,  were  they  not  ? 

Mr.  Denken.  I  do  not  know  the  committee.  What  was  the  num- 
ber of  the  committee} 

Mr.  Hanect.  There  were  nine. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Then  they  were  the  majority.  [Lau^ter.]  I  did 
not  mean  to  question  the  matter.  I  can  not  recollect  all  of  those 
matters. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  They  were  appointed  also  by  Shurtleff,  as  well  as 
beii^  nine  in  number? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  I  suppose  so. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  they  did  not  vote  for  Shurtleff  for  speaker,  did 
they — the  five  Republicans? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  accept  your  statement  on  that,  that  they  did  not. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  advised  your  friends  to  vote  for  the  candidate 
for  United  States  Senator  who  got  the  most  votes  in  their  particular 
senatorial  districts,  did  you  not.  Governor* 

Mr.  Deneen.  No.  The  first  advice  was  the  advice  that  is  incor- 
porated in  the  Republican  State  platform,  wherein  Senator  Hopkins 
was  indorsed ;  and  I  h^ped  to  draw  the  platform,  or  outline  it.  That 
was  the  first  advice.  Then,  later,  when  these  men  did  not  vote  for 
him,  they  of  course  went  on  as  I  have  told. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  you  advise  any  of  your  friends  to  vote  for  the 
candidate  for  United  States  Senator  who  received  the  highest  vote 
in  their  particular  senatorial  districts! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  that.  It  may  have  been  done  after 
they  refused  to  vote.  I  asked  them  to  keep  on  voting  until  we  coiild 
get  them  in  a  block  and  vote  as  a  unit  and  hold  out  together  until  the 
contest.  There  was  some  discussion  of  that  matter.  I  think  at  that 
lime  my  friendu  were  very  nervous  on  that  matter  of  the  conter^. 
The  fact  is  it  had  worn  along  to  sucJi  an  extent  that  it  seemed  to  m* 
lo  be  futile  to  go  on  as  governor,  and  we  could  not  accomplish  any- 
thing nt  all.  and  it  drifted  along  under  those  conditions. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  and  your  friends  then  did  advise  the  members 
of  the  legislature  who  were  friendly  to  you  to  vote  for  the  candidate 
for  United  States  Senator  who  received  the  highest  number  of  vote?, 
in  their  respective  senatorial  districts,  did  you  not! 

Mr.  Deneen.  After  the  vote  had  gone  on,  that  was  done.  There 
was  no  advice  given  until  after  they  had  started  to  vote  that  way. 
T  advised  them  to  go  into  a  caucus,  and  abide  by  the  will  of  the  caucus, 
and  vote  as  a  unit,  and  did  al)  I  could  to  get  them  into  the  caucus 
which  occurred  after  the  19th  of  January.  Afterwards,  when  it 
drifted  along,  and  they  refused  so  to  do,  then  the  matter  was  dis- 
cussed as  I  have  outlined, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  you  and  your  friends  advised  them  to  vote  for 
Ihe  candidate  for  Senator  who  received  the  highest  number  of  votes 
in  their  respective  senatorial  districts! 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  is  my  recollection,  that  that  was  discussed,  and 
that  policv  was  pursued. 
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Mr.  Hanecy.  Your  contest  was  decided  on  March  18 ! 

Mr.  Denebn.  March  17  or  18.     I  think  it  was  the  18th. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  You  say  you  discussed  with  Senator  Lorimer,  in 
some  of  those  conferences  that  you  had  with  him,  the  contest  that 
was  made  on  you.  and  you  said  that  Senator  Lorimer  treated  that 
contest  very  lightly  ? 

Mr.  Denebn.  I  said  that  he  treated  it  lightly  at  last.  First  we  dis- 
cussed the  matter  in  a  general  way,  and  he  did  not  express  his  opinion 
about  it.  It  was  discussed  in  a  very  general  way- 
Mr.  Hanecy.  He  treated  the  contest  against  you  very  lightly  t 

Mr.  DiiNEEN.  About  the  time  the  committee  was  appointed;  yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  he  did  all  the  way  through,  did  ne  nott 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  think  it  was  discussed  until  we  had  gotten 
pretty  well  acquainted  anew,  some  time  after  he  called.  I  could 
not  fix  the  time,  but  it  must  have  been  about  the  time  the  committee 
was  appointed. 

Senator  Gambia.  What  was  the  date  of  the  appointment  of  the 
committee  t 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  13th  of  February. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Was  it  not  the  10th* 

Mr.  Deneen.  Was  it  not  the  13th? 

Mr.  Hanecy.  The  resolution  was  adopted  by  the  house  on  the 
10th  of  February  and  in  the  senate  on  the  11th. 

Mr.  Deneen.  And  when  was  the  committee  appointed — the  13th, 
was  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  think  it  was  either  the  12th  or  the  13th. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  about  that  time. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  said  that  there  were  votes  enough  in  the  legisla- 
ture to  oust  you  as  governor  t 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  thought  so. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  you  expected  to  be  ousted,  did  you  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  did  not  know. 

Mr-  Hanecy,  You  said  yesterdajy  that  you  told  Senator  Lorimer 
that  he  had  the  power,  he  and  his  friends,  to  oust  you  as  governor. 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  is  my  recollection. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  felt  mat  way,  did  you  t 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  thought  he  had  the  power;  ves. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  You  were  not  afraid  ne  would  exercise  that  power, 
were  you  * 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  did  not  ask  him. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  is,  ^ou  did  not  think  it  serious  enous^i  to  ask 
him,  although  your  relations  and  the  Senator's  were  very  friendly  t 

Mr,  Deneen.  No;  I  did  not  feel  that  I  was  justified,  from  uie 
relations  that  I  had  had  with  hiro,  to  ask  him  that  question. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  say  ^ou  and  he  were  very  friendly  t 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  relations  became  friendW. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  They  had  always  been  friendly,  had  they  not! 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  had  not  been  unfriendly,  personally,  but  I  think 
we  had  not  associated  together  in  the  way  of  having  any  conferences 
alone,  where  politics  was  discussed,  for  five  or  six  years^'not  since  a 
very  considerable  time  before  my  first  nomination. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Ton  said  that  your  friends  were  very  nervous  and 
very  much  disturbed  about  the  contest  <»i  yout 
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Mr.  Denken.  So  much  so  that,  iis  I  stated,  they  would  not  go  into 
a  joint  session  according  to  the  provisions  of  the  constitution,  out  in- 
sisted on  goin^  in  a  canvassinp  board,  and  the^  walked  out  in  a  body 
when  they  declared  it  to  be  a  joint  session,  against  the  onderstanding 
bad  before.  I  did  not  advise  that,  but  thnt  indicated  how  nervoiis 
they  were  about  it. 

Mr.  Hankcy,  That  is.  they  violated  the  constitution  of  the  State 
and  their  oaths  of  office  to  support  it,  in  oi'der  not  to  take  part  in  the 
canvass  ? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  think  your  question  is  beyond  the  fact — outside  of 
the  facts. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  The^  did  violate  the  constitution,  did  they  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  not,  if  the  construction  which  they  all  agreed 
(HI  was  followed,  that  the  canvassing  board  should  be  the  meeting  of 
two  legislative  bodies  in  the  same  place,  acting  independently,  rather 
than  any  joint  session,  they  not  only  did  not  violate  it,  but  followed 
the  law,  and  when  it  was  declared  a  joint  meeting,  then  some  ques- 
tion was  raised  as  to  whether  the  law  was  vioIatedT 

Mr.  Hanecv.  Did  you  not  say  yesterday  that  tliey  were  so  nerv- 
ous about  the  matter  that  they  violated  or  refused  to  obey  the  cod- 
stitution  and  go  into  a  joint  session  with  the  house  to  canvass  the 
vote? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  can  give  you  the  exact  facts  here  in  a  minute.  I 
supposed  you  would  asK  that  and  I  just  looked  it  up  to  see. 

Sir.  Hanecy.  You  thought  there  was  danger.  You  and  I  seeiu 
to  have  agreed  on  it. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  did  not  think  there  was  any  danger,  but  I  thought 
you  would  ask  it.  If  you  will  excu'^e  me  just  a  minute,  I  think  I  have 
that.     No;  I  see  I  have  not  a  note  on  that.     I  will  find  it  in  a  minute. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Well,  Governor,  they  were  so  nervous  about  the 
matter  that  they  refused  to  go  into  a  joint  session  with  the  bouse, 
as  provided  bv  the  constitution  of  Illinois,  to  canvass  the  returns  for 
the  election  oi  State  officers.     That  is  the  fact,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  refused  to  go  in  to  make  a  canvassing  board: 
that  is  it. 

Mr.  IIanecy.  And  they  did  not  go  in  until  when? 

Mr.  Deneen.  My  recollection  is  that  it  was  some  time  after  the 
10th  of  January— several  days  afterwards.    I  had  it  here  accurately. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  Was  it  not  considerably  later  than  the  10th? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  thought  it  was  at  first,  and  I  was  surprised  when  I 
looked  at  the  date  to  find  it  was  not  so.  I  thought  it  was  several 
weeks  after,  and  I  think  it  appeared  to  be  several  days. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  During  that  time  your  friends  were  very  nervous 
about  the  contest  against  you? 

Mr.  Deneen.  After  Mr.  Shurtleff  was  elected  we  did  not  know 
what  to  expect,  and  we  had  no  facilities  for  finding  out ;  and,  of 
course,  the  worst  was  thought  to  be  the  policy  that  they  would  pur- 
sue.   We  did  not  know  what  it  would  be,  or  wnat  would  be  done. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  The  policy  that  you  would  pursue! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Mr.  Shurtleff  and  his  friends  and  Mr.  Lorimer's. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  in  that  nervous  condition,  and  the  discussion 
'©f  it  between  you  and  your  friends,  the  question  that  made  you  ner- 
vous was  whether  or  not  you  and  your  friends  would  be  able  to 
muster  enough  votes  to  win  the  contest!  i 
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Mr.  Deneen.  We  were  lotting  over  the  votes  that  we  had  there 
and  trying  to  conser%-e  our  strength  and  to  have  an  opportunity  to 
have  the  matter  heard ;  and  we  were  discussing  the  matter,  I  think,  at 
that  time  or  trying  to  get  an  actual  count  of  the  votes.  I  think  that 
was  the  thing  we  were  trying  to  pass. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  And  you  were  not  certain  that  you  had  sufficient 
votes  to  determine  the  contest  in  your  favor? 

Mr.  Deniixn.  Mr.  Shurtleff  had  85  votes,  and  the  Troyer  vote  was 
5 — 3  who  would  vote  against  us,  certainly,  and  ^  who  were  doubtful. 
That  would  make  88.  Shurtleff  did  not  vote  for  himself,  and  that 
made  89.  They  counted  up  91  that  would  be  sure  to  be  against  us. 
Add  to  that  the  senate  vote,  and  it  was  plain  that  we  were  at  the 
mercy  of  men  who,  if  they  cared  to  dislodge  me,  could  do  so.  Whether 
they  intended  to  do  so  we  did  not  know. 

Mr.  Hakecy.  Then  there  was  power  resting  in  those  men,  those 
ninely-odd  men,  to  put  you  out  of  the  office  of  govenior,  and  there 
was  no  appeal  or  review  of  their  decision? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  thought  so. 

Mr.  Hakecy,  And  your  friends  thought  so.  too,  did  they  not) 

Mr.  Dbkeen.  I  think  some  of  them  did. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  during  that  time  of  nervousness  and  uncer- 
tainty, you  and  your  friends  were  trying  to  get  all  the  votes  that  you 
could  get  cinch«l,  to  use  a  slang  expression,  in  favor  of  your  retain- 
ing your  seat  as  governor? 

Mr.  Dekeen.  We  were  trying  to  get  accurate  knowledge  of  the 
conditions,  and  that  took  some  time.  I  met  the  Senator  on  the  13th 
of  January,  and  we  just  talked  in  a  general  wa^v,  although  for  a  long 
time,  I  tfid  not  feel  disposed  to  ask  for  definite  information,  and  I 
do  not  think  I  acquired  it,  and  we  cast  about  to  find  out  how  men 
would  vote,  and  such  conditimis,  and  also  to  ascertain  whether  a 
prc^fram  had  been  arranged  upon  between  the  60  Democrats  and  the 
25  Republicans  in  reference  to  me  and  my  admini.'itration,  and  with 
reference  to  everything  else  that  related  to  the  legislature,  and  that 
took  considerable  time  before  we  came  to  any  definite  conclusion; 
about  how  long  I  do  not  know. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  And  during  that  discussion  and  investigation,  and 
so  forth,  was  there  any  uncertaintv  on  your  part  or  that  of  your 
friends  as  to  how  any  of  Senator  Hopkins's  friends  would  vote  on 
your  contest? 

Mr.  Dkneen,  Well.  I  had  supposed  that  those  who  voted  with 
Speaker  Shurtleff  would  vote  against  me. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Although  they  were  friends  of  Senator  Hopkins? 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  were  voting  for  Senator  Hopkins. 

Mr.  Hankcy.  And  you  wanted  to  prevent  the  election?  You  and 
your  friends  wanted  to  postpone  the  election  of  Senator  Hopkins 
until  your  contest  was  decided,  so  as  to  hold  those  men  in  line  who 
favored  Hopkins  for  Senator  but  might  not  favor  you  for  governor? 

Mr.  Deneen,  No  :  I  did  what  I  could  to  have  a  Republican  caucus 
held  on  the  19th  of  January  on  the  senatorship,  wherein  the  senator- 
ship  would  be  decided  bv  a  majority  vote  and  where  all  would  he 
hound,  notwithstanding  the  vote  for  Speaker  Shurtleff  on  the  6th  of 
January,  and  notwithstanding  the  vote  in  the  State  committee  on 
the  12th  of  January.  But  afterwards,  when  we  failed  to  get  enough 
in  Republican  caucus,  when  31  refused  to  come  in,  it  was  then  that 
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they  allowed  the  men  to  eo  on  and  vote  after  that  time  for  Mr.  Foss 
until  they  could  gather  them  together.    That  was  the  situation. 

Mr.  HfiNBCT.  When  you  say  "  they  "  allowed  then  to  go  on  ami 
vote  for  Foss,  whom  do  you  mean  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  leaders  in  the  senate  and  house. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Your  friends? 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  were  friends  of  mine. 

Mr.  Hakect.  You  and  your  friends  knew  on  the  19th,  or  20th,  at 
least,  of  January,  that  there  would  not  be  a  caucus  that  would  bind 
all  the  Bepublicana,  and  that  31  of  the  Republicans  would  not  go 
into  the  caucus,  did  not  you? 

Mr.  De^ken.  I  did  not  not  know  it  until  after  it  occurred. 

Mr.  HAKEcr.  I  say  on  the  19th  or  20th,  after  that  caucus;  after 
the  31  Republicans  refused  to  go  into  itJ 

Mr.  Deneen.  When  the  31  Republicans  refused  to  go  into  the 
caucus,  it  was  plain  that  Senator  Hopkins  could  not  be  elected  un- 
less some  men  there  changed  their  minds. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  you  knew  that  on  the  evening  of  the  19th,  did 
not  you,  before  the  ballot  for  Senator  in  the  separate  houses? 

Mr.  Dekeen.  Ko;  not  as  to  the  number. 

Mr.  HANEcr.  When  was  it? 

Mr.  Deneen.  When  it  was  announced.  They  had  their  caucus  on 
.  the  19th.  I  assume  I  had  information  about  it  right  afterwards. 
I  do  not  know  that.  I  just  assume  that  an  important  matter  like  that 
would  be  confided  to  me.     I  have  no  distinct  recollection  of  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Do  you  say  only  31  refused  to  go  into  the  caucus! 

Mr.  Dekeen.  I  think  31  in  the  house  and  9  in  the  senate;  or  8, 
wafl  it  not?     Thirty^-nine  refused  to  go  in.    That  is  my  recollection. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  What  does  Mr.  Healy  say  about  that? 

Mr.  Healy.  I  supposed  the  governor  was  referring  to  the  tele- 
gram which  was.  handed  to  the  reporter  yesterday.  I  have  no  know]- 
e<^e  and  no  recollection  about  it. 

Mr.  Dbneen,  We  have  a  telegram  giving  the  number  and  names 
so  there  can  be  no  mistake  about  it 

Mr.  Hanbct.  I  do  not  object  to  Qov.  Deneen  appealing  to  Mr. 
Healy,  only  I  wanted  to  know  what  his  answer  was,  and  I  was  not 
looking  at  him. 

Mr.  Healy.  I  have  not  made  any  answer,  because  I  have  no  infor- 
mation about  it. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  nodded  to  him  in  order  to  get  the  telegram. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  There  were  39  or  40  Republicans? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  there  were  S9.    That  is  my  best  recollection. 

Mr.  Hanect,  You  say  39  Republicans  refused  to  go  into  the  caucus 
on  the  senatorship? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  They  were  not  all  controlled  by  Mr.  Lorimer,  were 
they? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  By  whom  were  they  controlled  ? 

Mr.  Dbnbbn.  I  could  not  state  that  as  to  all  of  them. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Was  everybody  in  the  legislatore  controlled  by 
somebody  ? 

Mr.  I&NEEN.  No;  that  is  the  trouble  about  answering  his  ques- 
tions.   I  should  like  to  answer  more  fully,  but  he  assumes  so  much 
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in  a  question.  Nobody  controls  them.  They  were  Lnfluenced  by 
certain  men,  but  not  to  the  extent  of  owning  them  and  labeling  Ihem, 
as  they  label  pure  food. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  know  what  is  meant  by  *'  controlled,"  ■'  in- 
fluenced," or  any  other  milder  term  that  will  express  the  same  thingt 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  think  I  know  what  you  mean,  and  what  is  gener- 
ally meant  in  the  streets  in  Chicago  in  the  gossip  there,  but  I  do 
aot  believe  the  cnnmittee  or  the  public  have  that  idea  of  the  mean- 
ing of  the  word  that  you  used. 

Senator  Fletcher,  Would  it  not  have  taken  more  than  39  to 
prevwit  the  election  of  Senator  Hopkins? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  not. 

Senator  Fletcher.  There  was  a  Republican  majority  of  50  in 
the  I^slature. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Did  we  have  50?  I  did  not  recall  that.  A  iimnl>er 
of  men  who  went  out  of  the  caucus  voted  for  Foss.  and  I  think 
for  Mason,  and  that  statement  I  think  shows  that  they  did. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  the  exact  number. 

Senator  Fletcher.  There  were  77  Democrats  and  127  Republicans; 

Mr.  Deneen.  Sixty-four,  I  think,  in  the  House  and  13  in  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Senator  Fletcher  is  right.  There  were  77  Deuiocratti 
im  the  joint  ballot 

Senator  Flbtcheb.  And  127  Republicans? 

Mr.  Hanecy,  And  127  Republicans, 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  if  the  39  had  stood  out,  they  couhl  not  have 
elected  him.  If  you  will  add  39  and  77,  it  will  make  110.  The  aj:;gre- 
gate  number  is  204 ;  so  they  could  have  prevented  his  election. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  You  knew  that  a  majoritv  of  a  quorum  could  elect? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Whyj  I  think  they  intended  to  rule  there  that  they 
had  to  have  a  majority  of  all  the  votes.  I  think  Senator  Lorimer 
went  upon  that  theory,  and  everybody,  that  it  would  require  a  major- 
ity of  all  of  the  votes  in  both  branches. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Well,  the  constitution  of  the  State  does  not  control, 
and  never  did.  The  election  of  a  United  States  Senator  is  controlled 
absolutely  by  the  act  of  Congress  under  the  Federal  Constitution,  is 
it  not! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well^there  is  no  occasion  for  me  to  speak  about  the 
congressional  laws.  They  are  here.  I  do  not  know  what  the  law  is 
in  that  regard, 

Mr.  Hanect,  I  would  not  refer  to  it  if  you  had  not  injected  that 
into  it 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  know  that  was  a  disputed  matter  in  our  State,  dis- 
puted quite  a  good  deal,  as  to  how  large  a  vote  was  necessary  to  elect 
a  Senator. 

Mr.  Hanect.  If  108  were  a  majority  of  all  it  would  be  a  quorum, 
and  a  majori^  of  that  quorum  under  the  Federal  Statutes  or  under 
the  Federal  Constitution  would  elect  a  Senator,  would  it  not— 103 
beii^  ^esent  and  voting? 

ift.  Deneen,  "Well,  I  do  not  know  what  the  law  is  on  that.  It  is  a 
disputed  matter.  According  to  your  theory,  if  103  were  there  then 
52  would  have  elected. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Disputed  with  whom  and  by  whom  ? 
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Mr.  Deneek.  I  say  it  was  a  matter  of  difference  of  opinion  and     , 
feeling  at  that  time.     I  doubt  very  much  whether  52  men  in  our 
State  could  elect  a  United  States  Senator,  103  being  a  quorum  and 
52  a  majority  of  103. 

Mr.  Hasecy.  If  there  wns  a  quorum  present  of  all.  and  ths 
members 

Mr.  Deneen.  One  hundred  and  three  you  say. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  If  103  is  a  majority  of  tlie  joint  session.  j 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  that  woiild  be  a  majority. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Then,  a  majority  of  that  quorum  could  elect ' 

Mr,  Denbbx.  Fifty-two  votes? 

Mr,  Hanecy.  Under  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  and  the 
acta  of  Congress  passed  in  pursuance  of  it 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  is  not  my  understanding,  and  I  do  not  think  i( 
is  the  law.  It  is  purely  an  impression.  I  have  never  heard  of  such 
a  case,  and  I  know  there  was  a  difference  of  cpinirn  in  Springfield, 
and  the  consensus  of  opinion  was  it  would  require  a  majority  of  all 
those  elected,  and  the  struggle  was  made  to  get  that  number.  But 
what  the  law  is,  is  in  the  books. 

Mr.  Hanect,  And  lawycn:  nro  sui>po-ei!  t'l  kn:  \v  the  law  in  com- 
mon with  other  people. 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  are  supposed  to  know  it  by  everybody  but 
lawyerH. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  is  probably  so. 

Senator  Gamble.  The  wording  of  the  statute  of  1866  is: 

And  the  iierson  who  receives  a  ninjorlty  of  nil  tlie  votee  ot  the  Joiut  nsBeniblv. 
a  majority  of  all  the  aieuilierB  elected  to  both  houses  behig  present  nud  voting. 
Btaall  be  declared  duly  elected, 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  is  103.  then. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  has  passed  on 
that  in  the  McCall  case  and  a  number  of  other  ca^F!.  and  has  finally 
and  definitely  settled  it,  not  by  one  but  by  a  number  of  decisioiir, 
that  a  majority  of  a  quorum  control. 

Senator  Jones.  Why  does  that  question  need  to  come  up  now? 

Mr.  Hanecy.  On  the  question  of  what  the  position  of  the  gover- 
nor was. 

Senator  Jones.  We  do  not  care  about  his  position. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  I  was  speaking  of  (he  difference  of  opinion 
among  people  at  Springfield. 

Senator  Jones.  We  do  not  care  anything  about  the  governor's 
legal  construction  of  it. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  am  not  writing  an  opinion  upon  it. 

Mr,  Hanecy,  If  I  may  be  permitted,  I  would  suggest  this:  At 
the  fOT-mer  investigation  and  the  contest  on  Senator  Lorimer,  it  was 
contended  by  Senators  upon  the  floor — ^I  do  not  think  by  you.  but 
by  somebody— that  Senator  Lorimer  was  the  man  who  organized  the 
legislature  and  controlled  it  and  prevented  the  election  of  Senator 
"iutpkins. 

Senator  Jones.  I  would  be  willing  to  hear  any  facts  in  reference 
to  that,  but  as  to  the  legal  construction  of  this  witness  we  do  not 
care  to  go  into  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  One  of  the  Senators  from  South  Dakota  made  that 
point  specifically.  He  is  not  a  member  of  this  committee.  That 
was  the  specific  argument,  and  it  was  quite  a  plausible  one,  and  that 
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is  why  I  am  going  to  this  question  now.  because  if  somebody  else 
ether  than  Senator  Lorimer  did  it,  then  it  wipes  out  not  only  that, 
hut  a  whole  lot  of  other  things  that  came  in  its  trend,  both  before 
and  after. 

Senator  Jones.  Ajiy  fact  alone  that  line  I  am  wiUins  to  hear,  but 
I  do  not  think  we  care  to  spend  any  time  on  the  legalconstruction 
tit  the  effect  one  vote  would  nave  had  on  a  quorum,  and  all  that. 

Jlr,  Hanecv.  Governor,  you  said  yeiitrday  tliat  al  one  of  the  con- 
ferrences  between  you  and  Senator  Lorimer,  you  told  Senator  Lori- 
mer that  he  and  his  friends  could  unseat  you  «s  governor,  and  if  they 
were  going  to  do  it  that  vou  wanted  thtui  to  do  it  at  once  or  speedily, 
»i  that  you  could  go  bHck  to  the  practice  of  law. 

ilr.  r>RNEEN.  That  is  my  recollection. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Wliat  did  Senator  Ixirimer  say  about  that? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  he  just  smiled  and  did  not  give  any  expres- 
sion of  opinion  at  that  time. 

Mr.  HAjiEcy.  That  was  one  of  the  times  when  he  tretitetl  that  fear 
or  expression  of  fear  on  your  part  lightly. 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  was  one  of  the  timt;^  that  he  did  not  express 
his  opinion  as  to  the  policy  that  he  would  pui'sue. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  thought  his  smile  and  the  manner  and  time  in 
which  it  was  given  was  not  an  expression  on  the  subject  ? 

Mr.  Deneek.  I  did  not  think  he  wanted  to  answer  it  on  that  occa- 
sidu.  and  I  did  not  expect  him  to  answer  it.  I  simply  wanted  to  in- 
dicate to  him  if  the  matter  was  to  be  voted  upon  to  get  rid  of  it,  and 
I  was  not  asking  for  quarter.  I  was  willing  to  take  the  fortunes  of 
war. 

Yii:  II.iNL<v.  You  did  nut  make  that  statement  Ughtlv,  but  seri- 
ously* 

>fr.  Deneen.  Just  as  we  are  discussing  niiw. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  don't  know  whether  you  are  treating  it  seriously  or 
not.  I  want  to  know  now,  and  I  would  like  to  have  you  tell  this 
committee  whether  you  were  serious  in  that  statement. 

Mr,  Denefn,  I  wa'--  serious  to  the  extent  of  desiring  to  know,  to 
get  information  about  it,  so  that  we  could  adjust  ourselves  accord- 
inglv.    It  was  not  a  life  and  death  matter  at  all. 

>fr.  Hanecy.  You  would  not  need  for  fo<»d  or  clothing  or  for  a 
place  to  sleep  if  vou  did  not  stay  in  the  statehouse? 

Sir.  Deneen.  "Well,  the  almshouses  have  been  improved  a  good 
deal  in  my  State  during  my  administration,  and  I  think  I  could  live 
there  if  I  could  not  make  a  living. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  do  not  catch  the  drift  of  that  answer. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  it  did  not  amount  to  anything. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  If  yon  think  so,  I  will  not  trouble  you  further  then. 
You  said  yesterday  that  you  were  much  disappointed  on  the  support 
that  you  got  in  your  contest.  Was  that  from  Senator  Hopkins  and 
his  friends  or  Senator  Lorimer  and  his  friends? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Senator  Hopkins  and  his  friends — the  friends  of 
Senator  Hopkins  in  the  State  committee. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  were  not  at  ail  disappointed  in  anything  that 
Senator  Lorimer  did  in  that  respect  i 

Mr.  Deneen.  Not  in  the  least. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  What  friends  of  Senator  Hopkins  were  you  disap- 
pointed in  the  support  oft 
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Mr.  Deneen.  I  Chou^t  that  Mr.  Hope  and  Mr.  Nelson  and  Mr. 
Hill  and  Mr.  Lane,  whom  I  supposed  coiild  be  influenced  by  the 
mayor  of  Chicago,  Mr.  Busse,  and  by  Mr.  Ireland,  who  was  an  inti- 
mate personal  friend  of  Mr.  Smith's,  who  was  United  Stat^  revenue 
collector,  and  some  others  that  I  do  not  recall  should  hteve  vot«d 
in  the  caucus  matter  and  should  have  gone  into  a  Republican  caucus 
by  reason  of  the  prominence  of  these  men  whose  influence  really  had 
nominated  them,  and  had  theretofore  nominated  them,  and  I  felt 
from  what  I  knew  of  the  situation  that  they  would  ha^e  followed 
the  views  of  those  men  had  the  views  of  those,  men  been  expressed. 
That  is  the  way  I  felt  about  it. 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  is,  that  the  members  of  the  legislature  would 
have  followed  the  views  of  Mayor  Busse  and  Frank  Smith 

Mr.  Deneen,  And  Mr,  Campbell.  For  instance,  there  were  five 
in  the  northwest  part  of  the  city  who  got  together  and  supported  a 
man  for  speaker.  They  were  called  the  "  small-beer"  fa«;tion,  nmnii^ 
other  of  tne  names  that  were  given.  There  were  five  of  them,  and 
ihey  were  ridiculed  all  over  the  State.  It  was  very  plain  that  they 
were  voting  for  Mr.  Troyer  to  escape  going  on  record  for  Mr.  King, 
and  that  tney  were  for  Mr.  Shurtlen  and  had  gone  to  the  caucus 
for  that  purpose.  They  were  called  by  some  of  the  papers  the  "  small- 
beer  brigade,"  and  they  were  called  by  that  name  thereafter,  and 
all  over  the  State,  and  ridiculed,  so  that  it  finally  broke  up  their 
organization. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Does  that  mean  a  "  .shell "  or  a  '•  schooner  ?  " 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  am  not  an  expert  witness  upon  that. 

Senator  Kenton,  Was  the  "  small-beer  crowd "  related  to  the 
Band  of  Hopet 

Mr,  Deneen.  No;  (hey  were  not.  They  preyed  upon  the  Band  of 
Hope,  and  I  think  the  Band  of  Hope  prayed  for  them. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  That  is,  the  Band  of  Hope's  hope  wa-s  not  the  small 
beer. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Maybe  that  is  the  way  of  it.  That  was  the  name 
given  in  derision  to  the  live  men  .standing  out  and  pretending  to 
elect  a  speaker.  They  were  standing  out  so  that  they  would  not  go 
against  their  party,  apparently,  ancTl  think  they  stated  as  a  reason 
for  the  organization,  that  they  feared  a  civil-service  law  would  be 
passed  if  they  went  into  a  regular  caucus.  I  think  that  was  their 
statement. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  The  Troyer  men,  or  the  so-called  "small-beer" 
crowd,  were  from  Edwin  A,  Campbell's  district? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  in  his  territory. 

Senator  Gamble,  Is  that  the  postmaster's  district? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Senator  Gamble.  That  is  the  north  side? 

Mr.  Deneen,  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  They  were  from  the  northwest  part  of  Chicago,  and 
Mr.  Campbell  had  represented  them  often  in  the  caucus  of  the  party, 
and  it  was  popularly  termed  by  men  in  politics  as  his  territory. 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  were  men  in  his  district,  and  he  represented 
that  district  in  the  general  caucus  and  on  the  executive  committee. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Ann  he  was  postmaster  at  the  time? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was. 
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Mr.  Hanbct.  Appointed  through  the  influuice  of  Senator  Hop- 
kins, (m  his  reconmieudation  ? 

Mr.  Dkneen.  I  had  imdeostood  on  the  recommendation  of  Sena- 
tor Cullotn,  but  he  was  friendly  to  both.  I  am  not  sure  how  he  was 
appointed,  but  I  had  understood  it  was  through  Senator  CuUom's 
innuence. 

Mr.  Hansct.  You  knew  that  he  was  appointed  on  the  recom- 
mendation of  Senator  Hopkins? 

Mr.  Deheen.  No;  I  thought  not,  but  I  may  be  mistaken. 

Mr.  Hankct.  Well,  Senator  Campbell  could  not  have  been  elected 
without  the  support  of  Senator  Hopkins? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  I  think  the  two  Senators  a^eed  upon  him; 
yes;  but  I  understood  it  was  Senator  Cullom's  appointment. 

sir.  Hanecy.  He  was  from  Senator  Hopkins  s  home  town,  practi- 
cally, because  that  is  where  Senator  Hoplrins  practiced  law. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  no. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Did  not  Senator  Hopkins  practice  law  in  Chicago ! 

Mr.  Denebk.  Oh,  frwn  Chicago;  yes.  I  thou^t  you  meant 
Aurora. 

Mr.  Hamect.  He  was  the  postmaster  in  Senator  Hopkins's  home 
lownf 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  I  do  not  call  Chicago  a  town.  I  thought  you 
referred  to  Aurora. 

Mr.  Hanbot.  And  he  practiced  law  in  Chicago  i 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  ana  in  Aurora. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  Postmaster  Campbell  was  a  strong  political  and 
personal  friend  of  Soiator  Hopkins? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  he  was. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  continued  so  right  to  the  endf 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  On  the  last  ballot,  even  the  one  that  elected  Senator 
Lorimer! 

Mr.  I^NBEN.  I  think  one  or  both  of  his  representatives  voted 
against  Senator  Hcmkine  on  the  last  ballot.  I  thmk  Mr.  Troyer  and 
Mr,  Erickaon  did— I  know  he  is  from  his  district^-and  while  I  am 
not  sure  about  Mr.  Troyer,  Mr.  Erickson  voted  against  Mr.  Hopkins. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  is,  on  the  last  ballot! 

Mr.  Deneen.  On  all  the  ballots,  I  think,  unless  it  be  the  first  one. 
I  think  he  was  against  him  all  the  time. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  All  of  Senator  Lorimer's  friends  in  the  legislature 
voted  for  you  on  your  contest,  did  they  not ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  think  there  was  any  division  on  it.  It  iuat 
fell  to  pieces;  it  dissolved.  They  did  not  file  any  evidence  against 
me;  they  filed  a  petition.     The  record  will  show. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  iTiey  voted  for  the  committee  that  was  appointed 
OD  your  contest,  did  they  not  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  is  a  matter  of  record  also.  I  just  assumed  it 
fell  to  pieces.    I  doubt  whether  they  did  vote  on  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  They  voted  to  appoint  the  committee  that  the  speaker 
named. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  I  thought  you  meant  on  my  cimtest.  I  meant 
the  judgment  of  the  report.  I  do  not  know  about  that.  You  mean 
the  appointing  of  the  committee  to  hear  the  contest? 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Yes. 
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Mr.  Oeneen.  Oh,  I  do  not  know  about  that,    I  think  they  did. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  You  said  that  Roger  Sullivan  opposed  you  at  the 
primaiT  and  at  the  election  and  afterwards. 

Mr.  Deneen.  So  I  understood.    That  is  my  impression. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Now,  a  Democrat  could  not  vote  at  a  Republican  pri- 
mary under  the  hiw-i  of  Illinois,  could  he? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  conld  not  as  r  matter  of  law,  but  he  could  a:-  a 
matter  of  fact,  and  a  great  many  of  them  did. 

Mr.  Hanecv.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  law  was  that  no  Democrat 
could  vote  at  a  Republiciin  primary,  and  nobody  conld  vote  at  a  Re- 
publican primary  who  hnd  within  two  yi'?.rb  vot?d  at  a  Democratic 
primary? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Are  yon  asking:  about  the  law  or  the  fact? 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  am  talking  about  the  law. 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  law  says  they  can  not. 

Mr.  HANErY.  And  when  a  man  comes  to  vote  at  the  primary,  under 
the  laws  of  Illinois,  he  has  got  to  declare  to  the  judges  and  the  clerks 
bis  politics,  and  ask  for  a  Democratic  ticket,  if  he  says  he  is  a  Demo- 
crat, or  a  Republican  ticket  if  he  is  a  Republican? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  he  a^s  for  the  ballot  of  his  party. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  the  ballots  of  the  two  parties  are  of  different 
colors! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  The  Republican  is  generally  white  and  the  Demo- 
crat a  bright  pink— generally. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  1  do  not  recall  that. 

Mr.  Hanei'v.  They  are  of  distinctly  differrait  colors? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  have  not  compared  them.  I  have  asked  for  the 
one  that  I  wanted,  and  I  did  not  look  at  the  other. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  They  are  there  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  their  colors.  They 
have  different  colors,  but  I  have  not  kept  that  in  mind, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  the  law  requires  them  to  be  on  the  table  there 
in  different  piles,  and  each  ballot  to  have  the  initial  of  one  of  the 
judges,  and  each  voter  as  he  comes  up  must  declare  whether  he  is  a 
Democrat  or  a  Republican. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Generally,  I  think  that  is  the  law.  You  have  it 
there,  have  you  not? 

Mr,  Hanecy.  There  is  no  doubt  about  its  being  the  law.  No  Deni- 
crat  could  vote  at  a  Republican  primary  without  violating  the  pri- 
mary law,  could  he? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  violates  the  spirit  of  the  law  and  the  letter, 
but  I  undei-stood  that  70.000  of  them  did.  That  is  the  number  tJiey 
estimated  in  t<»unting  them  up — estimated  them  frtHn  the  Demo- 
cratic vote  and  the  Republican  vote,  and  the  differences;  and  we 
figured  it  out  and  came  to  the  conclusion  that  70,000  Democrats 
voted  at  our  primary, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  What  do  vou  mean  when  you  say  "our  primary"  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  Republican, 

Mr.  Hanecy,  What  primary  do  you  refer  to! 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  one  at  which  I  was  nominated. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  euppoee  you  probably  know  more  about  that  than 
I  do. 
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The  Chairman.  Judge  Hanecj,  I  would  inquire  whether  you  ex- 
pect to  complete  the  examination  of  this  witness  to-night? 

Mr,  Hanecy,  I  can  not. 

The  Chairman,  Very  fl"ell,  then,  we  will  take  r  recess  until  10 
o'clodi  to-morrow  morning. 

(Thereupon,  at  5,30  o'clock  p.  m.,  the  committee  adjourned  until 
to-morrow,  Saturday,  July  15,  1911,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m,) 


8attjbday.  july  15,  1911. 

Senate  Office  Buiuunh, 

Washington,  t>.  C, 
The  committee  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

Present:  Senators  Dillingham  (chairman),  Gamble,  Jones, 
Fletcher,  and  Kern, 

Also :  Mr.  John  H.  Marble  and  Mr.  John  J.  Healy,  Mr,  William 
J.  Hynes,  Mr.  Elbridge  Hanecy,  and  Mr.  Edgar  Farrar. 

TESTnCONT  OF  OHABLES  S.  DEKEEN— Senimed. 

Mr.  Hanect,  Shall  I  proceed,  Mr,  Chairman! 

The  Chairman.  Yes:  proceed. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Governor,  you  said  ye.sterday  that  "we  supported 
Yates  for  Senator.  Some  of  my  friends  did  not."  To  whom  did 
you  refer  in  the  "  friends  who  did  not "  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  I  referred  in  a  general  way  to  men  like 
Congressman  Rodenberg  and  others  who  had  been  against  the  gov- 
ernor theretofore,  but  who  were  friendly  to  me — that  is,  were  not 
unfriendly. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Were  there  included  in  that  list  any  others? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  so.  I  could  look  over  the  list  and  refresh  my 
recollection. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Were  Mr.  Busse,  Mr.  Campbell,  Mr.  Pease,  Mr. 
Weber,  or  any  of  those  people  included  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Let  me  see.  I  think  Mr.  Busse,  if  I  recall,  was 
against  him:  and  Senator  Campbell  was. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Senator  Campbell  and  Mr.  Busse  were  both  against 
Gov.  Yates* 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes,  I  am  not  so  sure  about  Mr,  Pease.  I  could 
give  you  general  information  about  the  matter. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  How  about  Mr.  Weber  and  Mr.  Hnnberg? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Mr.  Hanherg  supported  Gov,  Yates.  That  Ih  my 
recollection;  Mr  Reddick  and  most  of  those  who  were  considered 
friendly  to  me  in  the  original  contest, 

Mr,  H.\necy.  You  do  not  mean  Mr.  Beddick,  do  you ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Was  Mr.  Reddick  alive  then » 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  alive  then. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  thoueht  he  was  dead  then. 

Mr.  Deneen,  No.     His  ward  was  carried  for  Gov.  Yates. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Are  there  any  others  who  occur  to  you  in  that  list 
of  those  you  class  as  your  friends  who  did  not  support  (Jov.  Yates  f 
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Mr.  Deneen.  If  ^ou  will  refresh  my  recollection,  I  could  tell  you. 
I  have  not  got  it  right  in  my  mind.  I  can  tell  you  the  forces  gen- 
erally that  support^  Gov.  Yates  in  Cook  Couuty  and  then  in  the 
State. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  am  asking  for  the  class  that  you  spoke  of,  some  of 
your  friends  who  did  not;  that  is  the  class  I  am  speaking  of — not 
those  who  did  support  him,  but  those  who  did  noL 

Mr.  Dekeen.  I  could  tell  you  more  about  those  who  did. 

Mr.  Hanecv.  That  would  be  on  the  doctrine  of  reverse  elimina- 
tion ;  and  that  would  take  too  long,  probably. 

Mr.  Deneen,  That  is  the  better  way. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Can  you  give  us  any  others  than  those,  that  you 
think  of  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall.  There  are  a  great  number,  but  I 
would  have  to  run  over  the  list, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Mr.  Busse,  Mr.  Campbell,  Mr.  Peaae^  and  Mr.  Weber 
were  the  most  potent  factors  in  Cook  County  politics  there  at  that 
time,  outside  of  yourself,  were  they  not  J 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  would  not  say  so.  They  were  very  active  and 
influential  men. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Were  there  any  more  active  or  influential  among 
those  who  were  acting  with  you !  I  am  not  classifying  you.  now,  in 
this;  that  is,  I  am  saying  except  youf 

Mr.  Deneen.  For  instance,  to  make  my  meaning  clear,  in  regard 
to  Postmaster  Campbell.  Mr.  Reddick  resided  in  the  portion  of  the 
city  that  Mr.  Campbell  represented,  and  in  my  judgment  Mr.  Red- 
dick  Iiad  the  strength  there,  and  did  exert  it  in  behalf  of  Gov.  Yates ; 
and  Senator  Campbell  did  not  have  influence  nearly  equal  to  that  or 
Mr.  Reddick  at  that  time. 

As  to  Mr,  Busse,  all  the  newspai>ers  that  sujjported  me  supported 
Gov,  Yates,  and  most  of  their  publishers  lived  in  Mr.  Busse's  imme- 
diate neighborhood ;  that  is,  in  the  north  side,  or  the  north  town,  so 
called.  I  think  all  the  newspapers,  every  one  that  supported  me, 
supported  Gov.  Yates.  I  interceded  for  him.  I  think  most  of  those 
who  supported  me  in  Chicago,  Cook  County,  supported  Gov.  Yates. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  know  that  Mr.  Busse  and  Mr.  Campbell  and 
Mr.  Pease  did  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  am  not  so  sure  about  Mr.  Pease.  I  know  that  a 
great  many  men  in  Mr.  Pease's  ward  did  support  him. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  I  am  speaking  of  the  leaders. 

Mr.  Demeen,  I  know  Judge  Chytraus,  and  the  Scandinavian  ele- 
ment there  did.     I  do  not  recall  how  Mr.  Pease  felt. 

Mr,  Hanbcy.  You  made  a  speech.  Governor,  in  which  you  said 
you  dealt  with  the  jack  pot,  and  that  you  made  that  speech  in 
Speaker  Shurtleff's  senatorial  district. 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  made  it  at  his  home,  at  Marengo. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  The  town  he  lived  in? 

Mr,  Den^n.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  That  is  a  small  town? 

Mr,  Deneen.  About  2,500, 1  should  think, 

Mr,  Hanecy.  When  was  that  speech  made.  Governor? 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  was  made  in  1910. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Yes;  but  there  were  365  days  in  that  year. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  it  was  made  in  the  fall.  It  was  made  preced- 
ing the  primaries. 
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Mr.  Hanect.  When,  as  nearly  as  yon  can  give  iH 

Mr.  Denben.  I  do  not  recall.    You  evidently  have  it. 

Mr.  Hanect.  If  I  hadj  I  would  suggest  it  to  yon,  and  T  have  no 
doubt  we  could  a««e  on  it. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Have  you  any  notes,  Mr.  Whitaker,  as  to  when  I 
made  that  speech  ? 

Mr.  Whitaker.  No. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  the  date, 

Mr.  Hanect,  Do  vou  remember  when  those  primaries  were  out 
there? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  they  were  the  10th  of  August,  were  they 
not? 

Mr.  Hanect,  The  10th  of  August  * 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  10th  of  August,  I  think  it  was. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Your  purpose  in  making  that  speech  in  his  district 
was  to  defeat  Speaker  Shurtleff  for  the  nomination  for  the  lower 
house  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  He  was  nominated  there  by  a  very  large  majority, 
was  he  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  nominated.     I  do  not  recall  the  figures. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  then  he  was  elected  by  a  larger  majority  than 
he  ever  got  before,  was  he  not? 

Mr.  Denben.  I  do  not  know.    You  have  the  figures. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  you  think  that  speech  was  some  time  before 
the  primaries,  which  you  think  were  hela  the  10th  of  August? 

Mr,  Denben.  I  think  so,  as  I  recall  it. 

Mr.  Hanect.  About  how  long,  Governor,  before  the  primaries 
did  you  deliver  the  speech  in  Marengo. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  should  sav  within  two  or  three  weeks. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Chauncey  Dewey  is  a  colonel  upon  vour  staff,  is  he 
not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes:  he  is  in  the  National  Guard. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  that  was  by  appointment  from  you  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  he  is  also,  by  appointment  from  you,  inspector 
general,  is  he  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes.    That  is  how  he  gets  on  the  staff. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  he  is  one  of  your  active  leaders? 

Mr.  Dbnebn.  He  had  been  friendly  and  unfriendly — that  is,  asso- 
ciated with  us  and  against  us.     In  the  last  two  years  he  was  friendly. 

Mr.  Hanect.  When  was  he  ever  against  you? 

Mr.  Denben.  I  think  Senator  Lonmer  had  understood  at  one  time 
that  he  was  to  go  into  the  organization  against  me. 

Mr.  Hanect,  You  mean  when  he  used  his  influence  to  induce  hia 
friends  to  vote  for  Senator  Lorimer? 

Mr.  Deneen.  And  after  that  it  was  g«ierally  conceded  that  he 
was  against  us,  for  about  six  or  eight  months. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  What  opportunity  was  there  after  that  for  him  to 
show  whether  he  was  with  Senator  Lorimer  or  against  him,  or  with 
you  or  against  you? 

Mr.  Di^iBEN.  The  general  discussion. 

Mr.  Haneoy.  I  say  what  opportunity  was  there?  Were  there  any 
primaries  or  elections?  ,  .  . 

XiOOgle 
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Mr.  Demeen.  I  think  there  were  no  elections  held. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Thei-e  were  ho  primaries  either,  were  there? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  tliink  not. 

Mr.  Haneci'.  He  is  still  on  your  staff,  and  he  is  still  iosepct^r 
general,  is  he  not} 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Do  you  know  John  R.  Thompson! 

Mr.  Deneen,  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  He  was  county  treasurer  of  Cook  County,  111.! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  was  oounty  treasurer  of  Cook  County  at  the 
time  Senator  Lorimer  waa  elected  to  the  Senate? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  He  was  county  trea.surer  at  that  timet 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  Chauncey  Dewey  was  an  influential  factor  in  two 
senatorial  districts  in  the  first  congre!!sional  district,  was  he  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  also  influential  with  Senator  Billings,  of  the 
first  senatorial  district  of  Illinois,  and  Senator  Ettleson,  or  the  other 
.senatorial  district  in  the  first  congressional  district? 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  were  very  friendly  and  closely  associated,  and 
I  as-sume  he  had  influence  with  them. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  was  the  fact  in  1908  and  1909,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  was;  yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Senator  Ettleson  and  Senator  Billing  had  been 
voting  for  Senator  Hopkins  all  the  time  up  to  the  last  ballot,  and  on 
the  last  ballot? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  about  that,  whether  they  voted  for 
Mr.  Foss  or  not.     The  records  will  show. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  So  far  as  you  know,  yonr  understanding  is  that  thev 
did  so  vote? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  I  do  not  know.  I  never  read  all  the  ballots. 
I  have  not  done  it  yet. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  are  not  familiar  with  it? 

Mr,  Deneen.  Most  of  them  are  unimportant.  I  have  not  read 
them  at  all. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  When  did  you  first  talk  with  Col,  Dewey  or  John 
R.  Thompson  about  the  election  of  Senator  Lorimer? 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  do  not  recall  the  time  that  that  was  discussed,  but 
I  think  it  was  later  in  the  session— toward  the  latter  part. 

Mr,  Hanecy,  That  is,  some  time  about  the  middle  of  May  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  I  think  it  was  earlier  than  that. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  Before  the  14th  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  could  not  fix  it  definitely. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  think  you  said  yesterday.  Governor,  that  you 
learned  that  Mr.  lorimer  was  a  candidate  for  Senator,  or  would  be 
on  the  14th  of  May? 

Mr.  Deneen,  No, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Then  I  misunderstood  you.  What  was  that  that 
you  said  about  the  14th  of  May  and  Senator  Lorimer! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  said  the  papers  at  that  time  said  that  Senator 
Ijorimer  was  an  active  candidate,  so  the  notes  that  were  prepared 
for  me  indicate. 
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Mr.  Hanect.  And  you  saw  the  papers,  and  you  knew  from  that 
that  if  they  told  the  truth  he  was  a  candidate,  or  would  be? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  read  the  papers  at  the  time,  and  I  had  my  secre- 
taries prepare  some  clippings  ircmi  the  papers,  and  I  read  these  clip- 
pines  comine  down  on  the  train  to  Wastiinfrton;  and  from  that  I 
gatner  that  the  papers  at  that  time  were  mentioning  that  he  had  been 
a  candidate.  I  think  wo  knew  in  a  general  way,  or  suspected,  before 
that,  that  he  would  be  a  candidate.  I  think  it  had  been  discussed; 
but  the  papers  had  it  then. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  and  Senator  Lorimer  had  discussed  the  candi- 
dacy of  Senator  Lorimer  for  the  United  States  Senate  before  the 
17th  of  March,  at  the  time  that  he  talked  with  you  about  electing 
Shurtleff* 

Mr.  Deneen.  At  the  time  he  talked  about  electing  Shurtleff  it  was 


Mr.  Hanecy.  And  you  suggested  that  Senator  Ix>rimer  should  be 
a  candidate  himself;  mat  he  would  be  elected  easier  than  Mr.  Shurt- 
leff  would  i 

Mr.  Deneen.  "Better,''  I  said.  If  he  could  elect  Shurtleff  he 
could  elect  himself. 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  supposed  that  meant  easier.  And  you  suggested  to 
Senator  Lorimer  that  Spenker  Shurtleff,  if  elected  Senator,  would 
not  add  to  Senator  Lorimer's  strength  politically  J 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  said  that  Speaker  Shurtleff  was  not  an  influential 
factor  in  the  party,  in  the  way  of  creating  influence  or  directing  its 
course,  although  he  was  a  man  of  unusual  ability.  He  was  not  a 
leader  in  the  pai-ty;  and  that  if  Senator  Lorimer  had  the  power  to 
t^lect  liim,  he  had  better  elect  himself. 

Mr.  IIanecy.  I  think  the  lan^age  you  used.  (lovei'uor,  was  that 
IVIr.  Shurtleff  would  not  add  anything  to  Senator  Lorimer's  strength. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  think  that  was  mv  lan^iace. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Whatever  it  was,  it  will  ^ow  m  the  record. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Senator  Flstcher.  Can  you  fix  the  date  of  that  suggestion? 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Do  you  know  about  when  that  was.  Governor? 

Mr.  Den&en.  No;  I  do  not  recall  just  when  it  occurred. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Was  that  before  or  after  your  contest  was  decided,  ou 
the  I7th  of  March  or  on  the  18th  of  March? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  have  no  way  of  fixing  that  date.  I  read  up  to  fix 
it,  because  I  supposed  that  it  would  be  asked.  I  noticed  in  Senator 
Jjorimers  speem  he  said  it  was  after  the  15th  of  March.  I  have  no 
way  of  fixing  it  in  my  mind. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  that  statement  in  Senator  Lorimer's  speech  in 
any  way  refresh  your  recollection  as  to  whether  it  was  before  or  after? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  thought  that  we  discussed  it  before.  I  was  not 
clear  oa  that.  It  occurred  to  me  that  we  had  discussed  it  before.  I 
notice  that  he  said  in  his  speech  that  it  was  the  15th  of  March. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  It  was  somewhere  about  that  time — before  or  after? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  should  think  so.  He  would  recollect  it  better  than 
I  would. 

Senator  FurrcHEB.  It  was  after  the  date  of  the  caucus  on  the  19th 
of  January? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  long  after.    I  think  it  was. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  it  was  either  just  before  or  just  after  your 
contest?  ..dtyUOOgle 
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Mr.  Dbneen.  I  can  not  fix  the  time. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Your  contest  was  settled 

Mr.  Deneen  (interruptinff).  On  the  18th,  I  think,  of  March. 

Mr.  Hakscy.  And  it  would  be  just  before  or  just  after  that? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Your  question  is  too  vague — "just  before  or  just 
after."  That  is  like  the  question  as  to  how  far  the  east  is  from  the 
west.    It  may  be  an  inch  or  it  may  a  thousand  miles. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Well,  yoii  may  fix  it  in  your  own  way,  GovemtH-. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  say  thnt  I  can  not  fix  it  definitely.  I  would  be  glad 
to  do  so  if  I  could.    If  it  is  important.  I  will  try  to  look  it  up  and 

Mr,  Hanecy.  You  knew  that  Senator  Lorimer  was  stronger  with 
the  Democrats  and  had  more  strong  friendships  among  the  Demo- 
crats than  Speaker  Shurtleff  had,  did  you  not? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  thought  so.  Speaker  Shurtleff  had  60  of  them, 
and  I  thought  that  indicated  a  good  deal  of  strength  in  the  House. 
There  were  four  that  did  not  vote  for  him. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  You  knew  that  Senator  Lorimer  was  regarded  very 
highly  by  the  Democrats  in  the  legislature  generally,  and  through 
the  State  after  the  waterway  campaign,  if  not  before? 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  would  say  that  the  waterway  matter  had  absolutely 
nothine  to  do  with  the  election  of  Senator  Lorimer,  in  my  judgment. 
The  cRim  was  made  that  those  men  voted  for  Senator  Lorimer 
because  of  the  waterway  feeling.  I  noticed  in  the  last  contest  that, 
with  only  one  exception,  they  were  all  against  the  waterway.  So  I 
suppose  on  the  theory  of  representing  the  sentiments  of  their  con- 
stituents, that  that  did  not  influence  them, 

Mr.  Hanecy,  They  were  afterwards  against  your  waterway  plan — 
not  against  Senator  Lorimer's? 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  appeared  to  be  against  any. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  But  there  was  not  any  bill  before  the  le^lature 
after  the  forty-sixth  general  assembly  in  which  Senator  Lorimer 
was  interested,  was  there! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  he  was  interested  against  the  bill  that  I  had. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  say,  there  was  no  bill  in  the  legislature  after  the 
forty-sixth  general  assembly  that  he  was  fort 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh !  You  said  "  interested  in."  He  was  not  for  it; 
he  was  against  it. 

Mr.  Hanect.  What  is  thatt 

Mr.  Deneen.  You  asked  if  he  was  *'  interested  in  it"  I  said,  yes, 
he  was  interested  in  it,  but  he  was  not  for  it;  he  was  against  it 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  am  glad  to  be  corrected  by  you,  GoTemor,  on  the 
use  of  words. 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  I  am  not  captious,  but  I  wanted  to  have  it  clear 
in  that  respect 

Mr.  Hanboy.  There  was  not  any  bill  before  the  legislature  after 
the  forty-sixth  general  assembly  that  Senator  Lorimer  was  for,  was 
there! 

Mr.  Dbitebn.  No.    He  was  against  it 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  those  men  who  had  been  for  Senator  Lorimer 
and  for  Senator  Lorimer's  waterway  bill  in  the  forW-sixth  general 
assembly  were  against  your  waterway  bill  after  the  rorty-sizui  gen- 
eral assembly,  were  they  nott 
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Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  the  most  of  those  men  said  they  were  opposed 
to  spending  $20,000,000  on  the  part  of  our  Slate,  and  most  of  them 
vaDted  the  whole  constitutional  amendment  repealed.  They  claimed 
there  had  been  an  entire  change  of  sentiment  on  the  part  of  their 
constituents  in  that  regard.  That  was  the  position  taken  by  Mr. 
Adkins,  the  present  speaker  of  the  house,  who  also  worked  in  har- 
mony with  these  gentlemen. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  that  was  against  youi"  waterway  measure,  was 
it  not  f 

Mr.  Deneem.  Against  the  measure  that  I  advocated,  which  was 
prepared  by  the  internal  improvement  commission. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Yes.  Can  you  tell  us  now.  Governor,  about  wheii  it 
was  that  you  talked  with  Col.  Dew^  or  John  R.  Thompson  about 
Senator  Lorimer's  candidacy  to  the  United  States  the  first  time? 

Mr.  Dekeen.  No;  I  can  not. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  How  long  was  it  before  Senator  Lorimer  was  elected? 

Mr.  Dei«een.  I  have  no  means  of  fixing  in  my  mind  when  those 
conversations  occurred. 

Mr.  Hanecv.  About  how  long  was  it? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  could  not  say.  I  should  say  within  two  or  three 
weeks — that  part  of  it,  but  I  could  not  fix  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  How  many  times  did  you  talk  with  Col.  Dewey  and 
John  R.  Thompson  about  Mr.  Lorimer's  candidacy  for  the  United 
States  Senate  before  the  evening  of  May  26 1 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall.  Judge;  I  could  not  say. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Several  times? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  should  say  not. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Where  did  you  talk  with  them  i 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  must  have  occurred  in  the  Capitol  Building,  in 
my  office.    I  do  not  recall  that  it  occurred  anywhere  else. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  In  Springfield  ? 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  think  so.    I  think  that  is  where  it  would  occur. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Col.  Dewey  and  John  B.  Thompson  both  live  in  Chi- 
cago, and  did  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yea.  I  do  not  know  that  I  talked  to  them  there,  but 
I  just  assume  so.  It  may  have  been  in  Chicago,  but  I  think  that 
would  be  the  place. 

Mr.  Hanect.  They  were  both  friends  of  yours,  personally  and 
politically  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes:  they  were. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Is  John  R.  Thompson  on  your  staff? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  is. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  he  was  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Were  Col.  Dewey  and  John  R.  Thompson  together 
when  you  talked  with  them  the  first  time? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  can  not  recall  that. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Were  they  at  any  time  together  when  you  talked  with 
them  about  the  candidacy  of  Mr.  Lorimer  for  the  United  States 
Senate — at  any  time  before  the  evening  of  the  25th  of  May? 

Mr,  Deneen,  I  do  not  recall  that.  Iknow  they  were  there  together 
the  evening  before  it  occurred. 

Mr,  Hanecy,  That  is  the  evening  of  the  25th? 
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Mr.  Denben.  Yes.    There  was  a  confer^ice  there  theii. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Do  you  recollect  that  they  were  together  at  any 
time  before  that  when  you  talked  with  them  about  Mr.  Lorimer's 
candidacy  ? 

Mr.  Denebn.  I  do  not  recall ;  no, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  said  yesterday,  or  possibly  the  day  before,  that 
Mr.  Thompson  and  Col.  Dewey  understood  you  to  say  that  you  were 
for  Senator  Lorimer,  or  friendly  to  his  candidacy;  but,  I  think,  you 
said  that  they  misunderstood  you.    What  was  that? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  I  said  I  talked  to  Col,  Dewey  and  to  Col. 
Thompson,  as  I  did  to  all  of  the  leaders  who  were  friendly  to  me, 
in  reference  to  the  discussion  the  Senator  and  I  had  in  r^ard  to 
forming  a  defensive  alliance  in  Cook  County  to  prevent  the  then 
mayor  from  absolutely  controlling  the  primaries  in  the  event  that 
the  supreme  court  should  declare  the  then  existing  primary  law  un- 
constitutional. If  they  did,  it  was  understood  at  that  time  that  it 
would  wipe  out  all  the  primary  laws,  and  we  would  have  nothing 
but  a  "  soap-box  "  primary ;  and  that  Cook  County,  which  had  about 
two-fifths  of  all  the  delegates  in  the  Republican  convention,  would 
then  be  able  to  vote  as  a  unit  and  control  not  only  the  destiny  of 
Chicago  and  Cook  County,  but  the  destiny  of  the  State.  We  talked 
about  having  the  committeemen  who  were  friendly  to  us  agree  to  a 
defensive  alliance  to  prevent  such  a  situation,  and  to  enact  rules  so 
that  each  ward  could  act  as  a  unit — 35  of  them  and  6  commissioners' 
districts — and  then  meet  and  get  power  in  the  convention  so  that 
they  could  not  be  ousted  bj  the  committees  on  credentials. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  that  talk  with  Col.  Dewey  and  Mr.  Thompson 
waS;  you  feay,  within  two  or  three  weeks  before  the  26th  of  May,  1909) 

Mr.  Deneex.  No;  that  talk  was  within  two  or  three  weeks  after 
the  13th  of  January,  when  the  Senator  and  I  first  met. 

Mr,  Hanecy,  And  the  defensive  alliance  that  you  spoke  of  to  Col, 
Dewey  and  Mr,  Thompson  was  an  alliance  between  you  and  Senator 
Lorimer  for  the  defense  of  your  forces  and  his  in  working  together 
against  Fred  A.  Busse,  who  was  then  mayor  of  Chicago,  and  his 
forces  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  you  misstate  my  meaning.  The  defensive  al- 
liance was  that  I  was  to  see  the  committeemen  who  were  friendly  to 
me,  and  he  was  to  speak  for  his  committeemen,  or  to  see  them,  and 
then  have  the  committeemen  agree  to  a  rule  that  would  enable 
the  forces  to  survive.  It  was  not  to  put  Mayor  Busse  out,  but  it  was 
to  place  him  in  the  same  position  that  the  Senator  and  I  were  in — 
that  we  were  to  formulate  rules  by  which  the  contest  could  be  waged 
imder  fair  conditions,  and  until  we  could  get  a  primary  that  we 
could  agree  upon.  It  was  a  defensive  alliance.  No  man  was  named 
for  a  candidate;  no  policy  was  agreed  upon.  It  was  an  alliance  to 
prevent  the  use  of  "  soap-box  "  primaries. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  you  think  tnat  Mayor  Buese  wanted  to  have  that 
kind  of  primaries) 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  did  not  know,  and  I  do  not  charge  that  he  intended 
to;  but  the  Senator  felt  that  he  intended  to  make  a  contest  on  him, 
and  his  friends  in  the  legislature  were  making  a  contest  on  me;  and 
we  thought,  out  of  abunaant  caution,  it  was  wise  to  have  the  rules 
established  in  advance,  before  the  candidates  announced  themselves, 
and  before  they  began  to  array  themselves  on  different  sides  of  an 
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Issue.  That  much  we  agreed  on;  that  was  all.  We  never  got  any 
further  than  that. 

Mr.  Hanect.  What  rules  do  you  refer  to  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Having  a  committee  frame  the  rules  for  the  pri- 
maries, as  was  done  before  I  was  elected,  in  all  parts  of  our  State. 
It  was  purely  a  matter  of  common  decency  and  agreement  on  rules. 
The  committees  fixed  the  conditions  under  which  the  delegates  should 
be  elected  theretofore. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  is,  you  wanted  Senator  Lorimer,  or  Senator 
Lorimer  and  his  friends  in  the  political  organization  of  Cook  County, 
to  work  with  you  and  your  friends  in  the  political  organization  of 
Cook  County  to  formulate  rules  and  regulations  or  metnods  for  car- 
rying out  a  decent  primary  in  Cook  County  at  any  time  thereaftsr 
in  case  the  supreme  court  of  the  State  held  the  then  existing  primary 
law  unconstitutional  ? 

Mr,  Deneen.  Tee;  and  we  discussed 

Mr.  Hanect.  Will  you  answer  that  question? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes ;  I  will  say  "  yes,"  and  then  I  say  we  discussed 
the  action  of  the  Democratic  convention,  where  two  or  three  hun- 
dred delegates  hod  been  dislodged  at  the  time  when  I  was  nomi- 
nated, or  the  same  season;  and  the  result  of  it  was  such  a  division  in 
the  Democratic  ranks  that  they  lost  the  State  by  300,000.  That  is 
what  it  resulted  in  on  the  Democratic  side,  and  we  did  not  want  that 
to  occur  on  our  side. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  Up  to  that  time.  Governor,  you  and  Mayor  Busse 
had  been  working  together  politically  in  Cook  County? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Our  friends  had  frequently  and  nearly  uniformly 
voted  for  the  same  candidates.  There  had  not  been  any  close  per- 
conal  friendship,  nor  had  there  been  any  enmity.  They  simply  met 
in  convention. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  am  not  peaking  of  personal  friendship  or  enmi- 
ties.    I  mean  politically. 

Mr.  Deneen  It  so  happened  that  most  of  them  supported  the  same 
candidates  and  the  same  policies,  I  think,  but  not  uniformly. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  you  and  Mayor  Busse  and  Dan  Campbell  aiid 
West  and  other  leaders,  who  were  the  Democratic  faction  in  Cook 
County  politics,  had  met  together  in  conferences  on  different  occa- 
sions and  formulated  slates,  and  submitted  them  to  the  people  at  the 
primaries  and  at  the  elections? 

Mr.  Deneen  (nodding  affirmatively).  A  list  of  officers  was  sub- 
mitted with  recommendations. 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  is  right,  is  it  not?  Pardon  me,  Governor;  you 
nodded  your  head.  You  meant  to  say  "  yes,"  but  I  feared  that  the 
stenographer  would  not  get  your  nod. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  meant  to  state  that  I  would  use  the  word  "recom- 
mendation "  rather  than  "  slate,"    That  was  what  I  meant 

Mr.  Hanecy  I  do  not  care  what  you  term  it. 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  were  popularly  called  "slates"  that  we  recom- 
mended.    It  was  done  openly.     They  were  published. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  I  did  not  fear  that  you  or  I  would  misunderstand ; 
but,  using  your  language  yesterday,  I  did  not  know  but  that  you  might 
fear  that  some  member  of  this  committee  might  misunderstand  our 
political  terms  and  conditions  in  Chicago. 


3dbvGoOg[e 


1274  ■     SENATOR  PROM   ILUNOIB. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Kot  at  all,  I  feared  that  some  people  out  in  Illi- 
nois who  would  read  this  record  would  afterwards  try  to  inflate  it 
to  imdue  importance  and  give  a  wrong  construction  to  it.  That  was 
why  I  was  so  careful. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Would  you  mind  explaining  a  little  about 
what  you  meant  by  "soap-box  primaries"? 

Mr.  Deneen,  The  "soap-box  primary,"  popularly  so-called  in  our 
State,  is  a  primary  where  they  charge  that  the  ballots  were  pre- 
pared in  advance  and  put  away  carefully,  and  the  credentials,  and 
that  they  went  through  the  form  of  having  a  primary  and  putting 
the  ballots  in  the  box,  and  that  they  were  afterwards  destroyed,  and 
no  attention  paid  to  them.  For  instance,  it  occurred  in  several  places 
in  our  party  and  in  the  Democratic  Party  where  they  hoarded  up 
the  windows  so  that  you  could  not  see  who  were  back  of  them.  In 
Mr.  Maymer's  ward,  which  was  mentioned  yesterday,  they  boarded 
up  the  windows  with  4-inch  planks;  then  they  dropped  the  ballots 
over,  and  you  could  not  tell  what  became  of  them.  The  judges  and 
clerks  were  back  there.  In  an  instance  in  my  own  wardj  in  the  op- 
posite party,  for  one  ward  that  had  about  90,CXK)  inhabitants,  they 
had  no  polling  place,  and  they  dropped  the  ballots  into  a  little  white 
coffin.  That  was  called  the  "soap-hox  primary."  It  rather  degen- 
erated into  a  humorous  aifair. '  It  was  a  joke. 

The  Chairman.  Before  the  primary  law  was  adopted  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Before  the  primary  law  was  adopted.  After  that 
it  was  just  like  the  election.  They  were  called  "  soap-box  primaries  " 
in  derision.  They  were  jokes.  Th^  credentials  were  made  out,  so  it 
was  popularly  understood,  before  the  primaries  were  held;  and 
if  by  any  mistake  something  happened,  the  committee  on  credentials 
settled  it  after  that.  It  was  a  bad  condition  in  some  wards.  That 
did  not  prevail  in  all,  but  it  did  prevail  in  some  wards. 

Senator  Fletchrr,  The  primaries  of  1908  were  not  of  that  char- 
acter? 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  were  under  the  law  in  our  State.  We  had  a 
law  then.  They  were  under  the  supervision  of  the  county  judge  and 
the  election  commissioners  and  held  just  as  the  elections  were-  held. 
Nobody  could  lobby  within  100  feet  of  the  polls,  and  so  on. 

Senator  Fletcher,  The  supreme  court  held  that  unconstitutional? 

Mr,  Deneen.  The  supreme  court  ruled  that  it  was  unconstitu- 
tional. It  was  repealed  first,  and  then  they  ruled  that  it  was  un- 
constitutional, because  nobody  could  vote  except  a  registered  voter, 
and  no  provision  had  ever  been  made  for  men  who  might  become 
voters  by  reason  of  the  lapse  of  time ;  no  provision  was  made  to  give 
them  an  opportunity  to  register,  and  they  declared  it  unconstitu- 
tional because  of  discrimination.  As  I  say,  the  boys  who  had  become 
of  age,  who  had  not  had  the  opportunity  to  re^ster,  were  prevented 
from  voting,  and  therefore  it  was  held  unconstitutional,  as  discrimi- 
nating between  citizens  and  their  right  to  vote. 

Mr.  H-\NECT.  You  and  Senator  Lorimer  met  at  the  time  or  times 
you  suggested  to  formulate  rules  and  methods  by  which  to  avoid 
that  kind  of  primaries? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  we  discussed  whether  our  friends  would  agree 
to  formulate  such  rules.  No  rules  were  suggested,  except,  I  think, 
that  he  su^ested  the  Crawford  rule ;  but  nothing  was  agreed  upon. 
We  wanted  to  get  them  to  say  they  would  agree  to  fair  rules,  and 
that  was  as  far  as  it  went.  ,  -  i 

Google 


SENATOK  PROM  IIUNOIS.  1275 

Mr.  HANEcr,  That  is  what  I  mean.  That  was  your  purpose  in 
getting  together? 

Mr.  Denebn.  Yes;  that  was  the  purpose. 

Mr,  Hanect,  To  prevent  the  kind  of  primaries  which  you  call 
"soap-box"  primaries? 

Mr.  Dbneen.  We  had  7,000  saloons  and  7,000  policemen  in  Chi- 
cago, and  the  mayor  had  about  20,000  appointees;  and  while  a  good 
many  of  them  were  under  the  civil  service,  a  good  manv  of  them  were 
not,  and  they  were  very  active;  and  it  was  considered  wise  to  thii^ 
of  those  matters  in  advance. 

Senator  Jones,  Senator  Lorimer  agreed  with  you  in  that? 

Mr,  Deneen.  Oh,  yes;  we  agreed.  We  agreed  and  discussed  the 
matter — that  if  they  cared  to  have  such  primaries,  it  would  not  only 
wipe  out  everybody  in  Chicago,  but,  with  the  tremendous  power  Chi- 
cago had  in  voting  as  a  unit,  it  would  control  the  State— -^ne  national 
ddegates  to  the  presidential  convention  and  everything  else,  and  the 
delegates  at  large. 

Senator  Gamble,  You  say  Chicago  had  7,000  saloons? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  so. 

Senator  Gambia.  And  one  policeman  for  each  saloon? 

Mr.  Deneen.  About  7,000  policemen,  I  think,  and  about  7,000 
f=aIoons  in  Chicago.    I  think  that  is  the  number. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  two  and  a  half  million  people.  About  a  week 
or  10  days  before  Senator  Lorimer  was  elected,  Col.  Dewey  was  in 
Springfield  advocating  the  election  of  Senator  Lorimer  to  the  United 
States  Senate;  was  he  not.  Governor? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Senator  Lorimer  was  elected  on  Wednesday,  the 
26th  of  May? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  26th  of  May. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  Col,  Dewey  went  down  to  Sprinrfeld  a  week 
from  the  second  Monday  evening  before  the  26th  of  May,  did  he 
not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  was  he  not  there  all  the  time  while  the  legis- 
lature was  in  session,  and  then  did  he  not  go  back  again  when  the 
legislature  convened — the  week  of  Senator  Lorimer's  election? 

Mr.  Dekeen.  I  do  not  know  that. 

Mr,  Hanect,  Did  you  meet  him  at  all  during  the  week  before  or 
the  week  that  Senator  Lorimer  was  elected,  before  he  was  elected? 

Mr.  Dbneeit.  I  do  not  recall  it 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  did  meet  him  the  evening  of  the  26th  of  May, 
did  you  not? 

Sfi".  Deneen.  Yes;  1  had  a  conference  with  him. 

Mr.  Hanect,  Where? 

Mr.  Deneen.  In  my  <Mcs. 

Mr.  Hanect.  In  the  capitol  or  the  executive  mansion? 

Mr.  Dbnebn.  The  office  is  in  the  capitol. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  also  have  an  omce  in  the  executive  mansion, 
have  you  not,  in  the  basement? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  have  not  been  in  it  three  times  in  a  year.  I  do  not 
use  it  at  all. 

Mr.  Hanect.  1  did  not  know  that. 
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Mr.  Denebn.  No  ;  I  do  not  use  it  at  aril.  It  was  not  used  for  any 
conferences  in  connection  with  this  matter  or  any  other  matter. 

Mr.  Hanect.  It  was  in  the  governor's  office  at  the  capitol  t 

Mr.  D&NEEN.  At  the  capitol ;  yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  What  was  the  talk  there  between  you  and  Col. 
Dewey  t 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  talk  occurred  among 

Mr.  Hanect.  Pardon  me,  Governor.  Was  John  R.  Thompson 
there! 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  there,  Mr.  Thomas  J,  Healy  was  there,  Mr. 
West  was  there,  Mr,  Charles  W.  Vale  was  there.  I  do  not  know 
about  others.    I  was  there.    There  may  have  been  others  there. 

Mr.  Hanect,  Now,  will  you  tell  what  took  place  between  you  and 
Col.  Dewey! 

Mr.  Deneen,  The  conversation  was  regarding  the  votes  of  men 
from  the  districts  of  Col.  Dewey  and  Col.  Thompson  for  Senator 
Lorimer.  The  argument  was  strongly  against  it  on  the  part  of  all 
those  there  except  Col.  Dewey  and  Col.  Thompson. 

Mr.  Hanect  That  in,  all  thosse  present  but  Col.  Dewey  and  Col. 
Thcmipson  i 

Mr.  Deneen.  All  of  them. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Argued  against  the  members  of  the  legislature  from 
Col.  Dewey's  and  Col.  Thompson's  districts  voting  for  Senator 
Lorimer ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Voting  for  Senator  Lorimer. 

Mr.  Hanect.  What  did  Col.  Dewey  say? 

Mr.  Dekeen.  He  thought  he  would  be  elected. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Thought  who  would  be  elected? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Senator  Lorimer. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Is  that  all  he  said! 

Mr.  Dekeen.  I  do  not  recoil  his  conversation.  It  was  discussed 
there  for  an  hour  or  more,  some  considerable  time. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  as  you  expressed  it  yesterday,  you  had  a  very 
warm  time! 

Mr,  Deneen.  There  were  some  hot  words;  there  was  a  good  deal 
of  feeling  shown, 

Mr.  Hanect.  The  effort  on  your  part  and  that  of  all  the  others 
present  except  Col.  Dewey  and  Col,  Tnompson  was  to  get  Col.  Dewey 
and  Col.  Thompson  to  induce  their  friends  in  the  legislature  not  to 
vote  for  Senator  Ijorijner  the  next  day? 

Mr.  Deneen.  To  prevent  their  friends  from  voting  for  him;  yes, 

Mr.  Hanect.  Did  Co!.  Dewey  and  Col.  Thompson  resist  the  argu- 
ments of  yourself  and  your  friends  there,  or  did  they  acquiesce  in 
your  arguments  and  your  requests! 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  did  not  come  to  a  conclusion.  They  discussed 
it.  They  were  against  Senator  Hopkins.  They  thought  nobody 
else  could  be  elected,  but  they  did  not  state  definitely  wnat  they  in- 
tended to  do  that  evening,  and  we  did  not  know  until  we  heard  that 
they  were  going  on  working  in  the  morning.  In  fact  we  thought 
they  would  not  do  it,  but  they  did  not  state  so  definitely. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Col.  Dewey's  friends  in  the  legislature  had  been  veto- 
ing for  Senator  Hopkins  all  the  time,  and  voted  for  him  the  next 
day,  on  the  26th,  on  the  ballot  that  elected  Senat<Hr  Ijorimer! 
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Mr.  DesBEN.  Yes;  and  I  had  recommended 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  is  the  fact,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  and  1  understood  they  would  not  and  did  not 
until  Senator  Lorimer  was  nominated,  and  then  they  changed  their 
vote  and  voted  for  him.  I  had  underatood  that  night  uiat  they 
would  not  vote 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  they  would  not  vote  what! 

Mr,  Dbnebn,  That  they  would  not  vote  for  Senator  Lorimer;  that 
they  would  stay  for  Senator  Hopkins. 

Mr.  Hanect.  This  is  what  I  am  calling  your  attention  to.    You 
just  said  that  Col.  Dewey  nnd  Col.  Thompson  were  against  Senator 
Hopkins ! 
,   Mr.  Deneen.  Voir  Btroiicly. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  And  their  friends  in  the  legislature  were  voting  for 
Senator  Hopkins  right  along} 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  manv  men  voted  for  Senator  Hopkins  who 
were  against  him  personally,  and  who  disliked  the  w^  his  friends 
had  treiated  them.  Senator  Hopkins's  friends,  the  Federal  office- 
holders, bad  fought  nearly  all  our  friends  in  the  south  part  of  the 
ci^. 

Mr.  Hakecy.  Can  you  tell  anything  that  Col.  Dewey  said  other 
than  what  you  have  already  told ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  There  was  a  general,  running  argument 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Can  you  tell  anything? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  no;  I  could  not  repeat  it  verbatim. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Can  you  tell  what  Col.  Thompson  said  on  that  occa- 
sion* 

Mr.  Deneen.  Co!.  Thompson  spoke  of  Senator  Lorimer,  that  he 
was  the  strongest  man  and  could  be  elected,  and  nobody  else  could  be 
elected.  He  thought  he  could  be  elected,  and  the  question  arose 
how — whether  by  Republican  votes  or  Democratic  votes — and  we 
tirgued  that  if  he  could  get  a  majority  of  Republicans  in  the  caucus, 
then  all  of  the  Republicans  ought  to  vote  for  him,  but  that  the  party 
could  not  afford  to  elect  a  Senator  in  whose  election  the  Democrats 
would  have  the  dominating  force,  because  of  the  relations  that  would 
"be  established  and  the  precedent  in  our  party  connections.  That  was 
the  force  of  the  argument.  It  was  not  personal  against  the  Senator 
at  all.  It  was  the  precedent  that  woula  be  established  and  its  effect 
upon  parties  thereafter  in  our  State, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  what  did  Col,  Thompson  say  to  that  argument! 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  listened  mostly.  There  was  not  much  answer 
to  that  argument,  I  thouglU.  He  did  not  make  any — that  is,  no  satr 
isfactory  answer. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  Did  you  know  from  anything  that  Col.  Thomps(Hi 
said  what  he  thought  of  the  argument  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  We  could  not  tell  what  he  intended  to  do  when  he 
left.  We  caucused  afterwards  and  tried  to  determine  what  they 
would  do,  guessing  at  it.  We  did  not  know.  We  thought  Col. 
Dewey  and  nis  friends  would  vote  against  Senator  Lorimer.  I  was 
doubtful  about  Col.  Thompson.  There  was  some  ill  feeling  between 
Mr,  West  and  Mr.  Thompson,  and  it  had  manifested  itself  pretty 
strongly,  and  we  had  had  to  adjourn  the  meeting.  We  did  not  want 
any  har^  feeling,  and  it  was  plain  there  was  a  good  deal  of  feeling, 
and  we  could  not  tell  just  what  would  be  done. 
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Mr,  Hanect.  Col.  Thompson's  friends  in  the  le^slature  had  not 
voted  for  Senator  Lorimer  up  to  that  time,  had  thCT? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  think  they  had.  Mr.  Sollitt  had.  Mr. 
Sollitt  was  known  to  be  friendly,  but  I  do  not  think  he  voted. 

Mr.  pANEcr.  Do  you  not  know  that  Mr.  Sollitt  voted  for  Senator 
Lorimer  until  the  last  ballot! 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  the  record  will  show.     I  do  not  know, 

Mr.  Hanect.  There  was  nobody  you  knew  of  among  Thompson's 
friends  who  voted  for  Senator  Lorimer  up  to  that  time  of  the  confer- 
ence in  the  governor's  office  in  the  capitol,  was  there? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Ko;  I  think  not.  I  think  none  of  them  did;  that  is, 
men  in  his  immediate  neighborhood. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  That  is,  m  the  senatorial  or  congresEdonal  district 
that  he  was  influential  in — that  is  what  I  am  talking  about. 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  not  in  the  congressional  district-  Mr.  Lane  had 
TQted,  but  he  is  not  supposed  to  be  closely  connected  with  Mr. 
Thompson.    I  think  Lederer  voted.    He  is  in  the  senatorial  district. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Mr.  Lane  did  not  live  in  Col.  Thompson's  senatorial 
or  concessional  district. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  he  lived  in  his  congressional  district.  I 
think  he  does. 

Mr.  Hanect.  His  congressional  district — that  is,  the  first  con- 
gressional district — is  the  one  in  which  Representative  Lane  lived, 
and  that  only  goes  to  Forty-third  Street  and  Hyde  Park,  and  Col. 
Thompson  lives  on  the  corner  of  Forty-fourth. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  he  does?  I  know  part  of  his  ward  is  in  it.  and 
he  is  very  active  in  politics. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Now,  Governor,  Representative  Lane  did  not  live  in 
Col.  Thompson's  senatorial  or  congressional  district,  did  he? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  lived  in  his  congressional  district 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Will  you  please  say  yes  or  no,  and  then  you  can  tell 
anything  you  want  to. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  say  yes  and  no  both.  That  is  the  only  way  to  an- 
swer your  question.  He  lived  in  a  congressional  district  in  which  a 
large  part  of  Col.  Thompson's  ward  was  located,  and  Col.  Thompson 
■was  consulted  by  all  the  leaders  there. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Is  it  not  a  fact,  Governor,  that  Col.  Dewey  was  the 
potent  and  influential  factor  in  the  two  senatorial  districts  in  the  first 
congressional  district  and  that  it  took  in  all  the  territory  down  to 
Forty-third  Street  and  Hyde  Park. 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  an  influential  factor — I  should  not  say  the 
most  potent. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  is  Senator  Ettlesoa's  senatorial  district,  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  influential 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  was  Senator  Ettleson's  senatorial  district,  was 
it  not,  taking  in  the  third  ward — Martin  B.  Madden's  ward  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  to  Forty-third  Street,  if  I  recall  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  is  Senator  Ettleson's  senatorial  district. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes.  The  one  north  is  Senator  Brady's  or  Senator 
Billings's,  I  think. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  The  one  north  of  that  was  Brady's  and  Billings's 
district. 
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Mr.  DeNEEN.  I  have  not  the  lines  in  my  mind  of  all  those  sena- 
torial districts  in  Chicago,  that  is,  the  streets.  I  know  the  factors, 
but  not  the  exact  geography. 

Mr.  Hanect.  As  soon  as  it  was  suggested  to  you,  you  recognized 
the  boundary  lines? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  I  do  not  know  the  boundary  lines,  but  I  know 
the  men  who  represented  the  district 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  know  Forty-third  Street  is  ihe  south  boundary 
line  of  the  first  congressional  district? 

Mr.  Dbneen,  Tes ;  I  think  it  is. 

Mr.  Hanegt.  Did  Col.  Thompson  say  or  do  anything  more  to 
indicate  what  he  felt  or  what  he  was  going  to  do,  that  night? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  think  he  indicated  what  he  intended  to  do. 
He  argued 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  you  have  told  all  that  tou  can  remember  now, 
that  either  Col.  Dewey  or  Col.  Thompson  said  to  you  or  your  friends 
who  were  arguing  with  them,  that  they  should  not  permit  any  of 
their  friends  m  the  legislature  to  vote  for  Senator  Lorimer  the  next 
day? 

Mr.  Demeen.  That  was  tlie  substance  of  the  conversation. 

Senator  Gamble.  This  conference  was  on  the  night  of  the  2.5th  of 
May? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Senator  Gamble.  Preceding  the  election? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Preceding  the  election,  and  it  was  in  my  office. 

Senator  Gambi.e.  In  the  discussion,  Governor,  were  there  any  sug- 
gestions made  as  to  the  probable  number  of  Republicans  who  would 
vote  for  Mr.  Lorimer  the  next  day  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No,  I  think  not ;  1  do  not  think  they  were  taken  up. 

Senator  Gamble.  Was  there  nny  suggestion  as  to  the  number  of 
Democrats  who  were  liable  to  vote,  or  would  vote  for  him? 

Mr.  Deneen,  A  suggestion  to  this  extent,  that  he  could  not  be 
elected  without  a  large  majority  of  the  Democrats,  and  that  the  party 
could  not  afford  to  get  into  that  position. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  you  know,  and  did  your  friends  know,  at  that 
time,  the  attitude  of  the  membership  known  as  the  Band  of  Hope 
toward  Swiator  Lorimer's  candidacy? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  Band  of  Hope  was  against  it  at  that  time. 
Two  of  these  members  or  more  were  classified  as  a  part  of  the  Band 
of  Hope,  and  we  were  trying  to  keep  the  Band  of  Hope  together  on 
the  proposition. 

Senator  Gamble.  Were  there  any  suggestions  made  in  that  con- 
ference as  to  the  use,  or  the  probalde  use,  of  money  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No, 
■   Senator  Gamble.  Or  corrupt  influences,  looking  to  the  election  the 
next  day? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  I  think  not. 

Senator  Gamble,  There  were  no  charges  of  that  kind? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  we  did  not  discuss  that  matter. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  And  you  never  heard  of  any  such  charges,  except 
about  the  $30,000  which  you  heard  was  sent  down  for  some  other 
purpose? 

Mr.  Deneen.  At  that  time  I  had  not  heard  anything  except  that 
remark. 
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Senator  Gamble.  Now,  you  have  already  testified  as  to  your  in- 
formation— that  is,  in  reg;ard  to  the  jack  pbt^ — and  you  do  not  claim 
that  that  is  any  actual  knowledge? 

Mr,  Denebn,  I  have  no  knowledge  except  the  rumor— the  gossip 
of  other  persons. 

Senator  Gamble.  And  the  speech  you  made  in  Speaker  Shurtleff's 
home  was  based  on  the  information  or  suggestion  that  you  had,  and 
you  did  not  claim  to  have  any  personal  knowledge  f 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  did  not  charge  that  he  speciiically^ 

Senator  Gamble.  I  did  not  mean  to  infer  that. 

Mr.  Deneen.  No.  I  simply  made  the  argument  along  the  lines 
that  four  men  had  confe.'ised,  and  the  futility  of  having  a  jack  pot 
of  four  men  where  it  required  seven,  and  that  he  had  created  the 
machinery  there,  and  this  was  a  pai't  of  the  output,  and  that  it  was 
plain  we  did  not  have  it  all;  that  the  courts  and  the  grand  jury  were 
investigating  it,  and  that  it  could  not  have  occurred  without  his 
acquiescence  and  knowledge.  I  made  the  argument  along  those 
lines. 

Mr.  HANBcr.  That  was  an  argument  for  the  purpose  of  defeating 
Mr.  Shurtleff  in  his  district  if  that  could  be  accomplished? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  made  it  with  that  tendency. 

The  Chauikan.  That  was  so  stated  earlier  this  morning. 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  speech  was  not  made  or  prepared  with  a  view 
of  attacking  Senator  Lorimer  or  his  election,  was  it? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Not  with  the  idea  of  attacking  his  electi<»i;  oh,  no. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  it  did  not  have  any  relation  to  Senator  Lori- 
mer's  election  at  all,  but  had  relation  to 

Mr.  Deneen.  To  the  bipartisan  organization — what  it  had  resulted 
in.  It  was  an  elaboration  of  a  speech  which  I  made  at  Taylc«Tille, 
which  I  have  printed— practically  the  same  matter  expanded. 

Senator  Gamble.  That  speech  was  made  after  the  disclosure  on 
the  30th  of  April? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  it  was  made  in  the  following  August  or  July. 
It  was  during  warm  weather. 

Mr.  Hanect,  Did  not  Col.  Dewey  and  Col.  Thompson  at  that 
conference  on  the  evening  of  the  25th  of  May,  1909,  say  to  you  and 
your  friends  that  neither  they  and  their  friends  would  lead  for  Sen- 
ator Lorimer  nor  would  Col,  Dewev  and  Col.  Thompson  try  to  pre- 
vent their  friends  from  voting  for  Senator  Lorimer? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  I  gathered  from  Col.  Dewey's  statranents  that 
his  friends  would  not  vote  for  him,  nor  did  they  until  after  he  was 
nominated.  We  were  uncertain  as  to  the  attitude  of  Col.  Thompson. 
He  did  not  make  a  definite  statement  as  to  what  he  would  do.  We 
pressed  him  pret^hard,  but  he  did  not  state  what  he  would  do. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Who  were  the  members  of  the  legislature  from  CoL 
Thompson's  district? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Mr.  Ap  Madoc  and  Mr.  Hull  represented  the  soath 
one  of  which  the  ward  was  part,  and  Mr.  Sollitt  and,  I  think,  Mr. 
Lederer  at  that  time  represented  the  north  ward. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Did  Mr.  Ap  Madoc  vote  for  Senator  Lorimer  <m 
the  last  ballot? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  he  did. 

Mr.  Hanect.  He  did  not  before  that! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know.    I  think  not  ^^  ■ 
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Mr.  Hanect,  You  are  still  very  friendly  with  both  Col.  Dewey 
and  Col.  Thompson? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Friendly.  I  do  not  know  how  Col.  Thompson  feels 
toward  me.    I  have  not  seen  him  much  since. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  He  gave  a  dinner  to  you  and  your  wife  at  his  resi- 
dence, did  he  not,  not  very  long  ago? 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  was  some  time  ago. 

Mr.  Hanect.  How  long  ago? 

Mr.  Deneen.  About  two  years  ago. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  It  was  since  that  time? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  yes.  There  have  been  friendly  relations  since 
that  time. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  He  has  entertained  yout 

Mr.  Deneen.  There  was  some  irritation  on  his  part  about  the 
mayoralty  contestj  in  which  he  was  a  candidate,  in  which  we  were 
against  him,  and  in  which  Mr.  Lorimer  supported  him. 

Mr,  Hanect.  That  was  in  the  spring  of  this  year! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes.  Your  question  was  not  specific  enough.  I  feel 
friendly  toward  him.  He  is  on  my  staff.  He  has  not  participated  in 
tbe  duties  of  that  position,  however,  for  some  time. 

Mr,  Hanect,  What  is  the  first  name  of  Mr,  Wri^t! 

Mr,  Deneen,  Edwin  R.  or  Edward  K. — E,  K. 

Mr.  Hanect.  He  is  an  appointee  of  yours? 

Mr.  Deneen,  He  was  on  the  commission  to  investigate  workmen's 
compensation.     I  think  the  commission  is  not  in  force  now. 

Mr.  Hanect.  His  name  is  Edwin  B.,  is  iti 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  so.  It  is  E.  B.  He  is  chairman  of  the 
Federation  of  Labor  of  Illinois. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  He  has  been  a  friend  of  yours? 

Mr.  Deneen,  He  has  been  friendly  to  me;  yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  said  that  Mr.  Wright  first  told  you  of  a  man 
■who  was  writing  a  book  about  the  jack  pot.  When  was  it  that 
Wr^ht  first  told  you  about  that ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Mr.  Wright  told  me  that  a  man  was  writing  about 
the  jack  pot  in  August  or  September,  as  I  recall  it,  preceding  this 
exposure, 

Mr.  Hanect,  That  is  in  August  or  Seijtember,  1909?  The  White 
story  was  published  April  30,  1910,  and  it  was  the  August  or  Sep- 
tember before  that? 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  do  not  just  recall.  I  think  it  was  the  August  or 
September  preceding  this  exposure,  as  I  recall  it, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  said  in  your  testimony  before  that  it  was 
September  or  August. 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  is  my  general  recollection.  The  reason  why  I 
fixed  it  was,  I  think  it  came  up  in  connection  with  the  election  which 
was  to  occur,  and  he  said  that  a  man  was  writing  an  article  which 
was  an  exposure.  It  was  simply  mentioned  and  there  was  no  elec- 
tion in  1909,  as  I  recall.  Anyhow,  he  told  me,  I  know,  in  the  fall,  and 
I  think  it  was  some  considerable  time  before  the  exposure. 

Mr,  Hanect.  It  must  have  been  the  August  or  September  after 
the  forty-sixth  general  assembly  adjourned. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  I  do  not  know,  but  I  think  so.  That  was  not 
the  first  information  I  had,  but  that  was  the  first  time  he  talked. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  What  information  did  you  have  before  that,  Gov- 
erned? 
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Mr.  Denebn.  I  think  it  was  the  last  night  after  that  session  in 
which  I  had  to  sign  bills,  10  days  after  the  adjournment.  Mr. 
Wheeler,  a  reporter  of  the  Inter-Ocean,  told  me  that  he  and  Mr. 
Hard,  who  was  formerly  an  editorial  writer  on  the  Chicago  Tribune, 
but  now  a  magazine  writer,  intended  to  write  up  a  story  of  the  cor- 
ruption in  the  legislature  for  a  magazine,  I  think  Everybody's 
Magazine. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  was  nothing  except  that  they  were  going  to 
write  a  story 

Mr,  Deneen.  Of  the  jack  pot,  of  the  corruption  in  the  legislature. 

Mr.  HANBcr.  A  story  that  they  were  to  sell  to  BTerybody's  Maga- 
zine? 

Mr.  Dbneen.  I  assume  that  they  were  to  be  compensated  for  it. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  they  claim  to  have  any  personal  knowledge 
with  reference  to  the  jack  pot? 

Mr.  Denben.  I  did  not  ask  him  what  he  knew  about  it.  He  told 
me  he  was  going  to  tell  it.  I  asked  him  if  he  had  enough  informa- 
tion to  make  a  readable  article  and  he  said  he  had.  I  did  not  go  into 
details  at  all. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  How  did  Mr.  Wright  come  to  talk  to  you  about  it! 
Did  you  go  to  him  or  did  he  come  to  you? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  came  to  me  on  some  other  matter.  I  have  for- 
gotten what,  but  he  spoke  to  me  about  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Was  that  all  the  conversation  between  you  and 
Wright  at  that  time? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  just  the  matter  that  brought  him 
there.  I  know  it  was  not  that,  but  it  was  some  matter,  I  mink,  in 
connection  with  this  commision  and  he  spc^e  about  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Was  that  all  the  conversation? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  I  suppose  not  just  that  much.  It  took  about 
three  seconds  to  state  or  half  a  minute.  I  assume  there  was  some- 
tbii^  else. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  That  was  all  you  heard  of  it  ? 
■    Mr.  Deneen.  That  was  the  substance  of  it, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  Wright  t«ll  you  the  name  of  the  man  who  was 
going  to  writ©  the  story? 

Mr.  Deneen.  If  I  recall  it  correctly,  he  said  a  labor  man. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  he  tell  you  his  name? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No  :  he  did  not. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  you  ask  him  the  name  of  the  man  who  was 
going  to  write  the  story? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  did  or  not.  I  think  I  did. 
I  know  I  asked  Mr.  Keeley  about  the  name.  As  I  say,  I  do  not  know 
about  that.  I  think  I  did.  Under  ordinary  circumstances  I  would, 
but  I  do  not  recall. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  he  tell  you  or  indicate  to  you 

Mr.  Deneen.  No. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Anything  other  than  that  he  was  a  labor  man? 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  is  all.  In  fact,  I  thought  Mr.  Fieldstack  was 
the  man  until  the  night  this  was  published.  I  knew  him  as  an  active 
labor  man.  I  thought  he  was  the  man  all  the  time  imtil  Mr,  White 
came, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Mr.  Fieldstack  was  a  friend  of  yours? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  quite  an  active  labor  man. 
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Mr.  Hanect.  He  was  a  member  of  the  legislature! . 

Mr.  Denken.  Yes;  from  the  north  side.  I  did  not  know  Mr. 
AVhite  was  a  labor  man.  He  belonged  to  the  opposite  party.  So  far 
as  I  know,  I  never  met  him,  although,  as  I  say,  he  claimed  that  he 
met  me  with  the  delegation  of  30.    1  have  never  met  him  since. 

Mr,  Hanect.  Governor,  you  talked  with  James  Keeley? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  He  was  managing  editor  of  the  Chicago  Tribune 
at  that  time!     Now,  when  was  that! 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  was  the  16th  of  March  preceding  this  ex- 
posure! 

Mr.  Hanecf.  That  was  the  nidit  before  Presidait  Taft  was  the 
guest  of  the  Irish  Fellowship.    Where  did  you  have  that  talk  with 

Mr.  Deneen.  In  the  La  Salle  Hotd. 

Mr.  Hanect,  What  time  of  the  evening  was  it! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  if  I  recall  it,  it  was  about  9  o'clock,  but  I  am 
not  sure  about  that, 

Mr,  Hanect.  How  did  you  happen  to  meet  Mr.  Keeley  there! 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  asked  me  over  the  telephone  to  come  to  Chicago; 
wanted  to  talk  to  me. 

Mr.  Hanecf.  Did  he  call  you  up  cm  the  long-distance! 

Mr.  Deneen.  As  I  recall  it. 

Mr.  Hanect.  He  said  he  would  like  to  see  you  ire  Chicago? 

Mr.  Deneen.  On  an  important  matter. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Did  he  ask  you  where  to  meet  him ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  did,  and  I  fixed  it.  I  said  I  was  going  to  the 
La  Salle  Hotel ;  that  President  Taft  was  to  be  entertained  there,  and 
I  went  there. 

Mr.  Hanect,  Did  he  fix  the  plaee,  or  you ! 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  think  I  did. 

Mr.  Hanect.  The  La  Salle  Hotel  is  two  blocks  from  the  Tribune 
office! 

Mr,  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect,  Was  Mr.  Keeley  there  when  you  got  there! 

Mr,  Deneen.  No. 

Mr.  Hanect.  He  came  afterwards,  did  he! 

Mr.  Deneen,  Yes, 

Mr.  Hanect.  Did  you  stop  there  at  the  hotel ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  did. 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  night! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes, 

Mr.  Hanect.  What  was  the  talk  between  you  and  Keeley  on  that 
occasion! 

Mr.  Deneen,  Mr.  Keeley,  after  a  preliminary  talk,  told  me  that 
they  had  a  story 

Mr.  Hanect,  That  he  had  a  story! 

Mr,  Deneen.  A  story  had  been  handed  to  him  which  had  to  do 
with  the  jack  pot  and  the  corruption  in  the  general  assembly,  and 
that  he  had  submitted  it,  as  I  remember  it,  to  the  State's  attorney, 
Mr,  Weyman,  and  I  think  the  State's  attorney  had  had  it  some  time 
then,  but  I  am  not  sure.  Anyhow,  he  either  had  submitted  it  or  was 
to  submit  it  to  the  State's  attorney.  I  think  the  State's  attorney 
had  it  in  his  possession  then,  and  we  discussed  it  in  a  general  way. 
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I  asked  him  what  it  was,  and  he  told  me  that  it  was  a  general  ex- 
posure of  the  jack  pot. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  he  tell  you  the  names  of  the  parties? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  he  told  me  that  it  involved  the  organization, 
their  leaders ;  and  then,  later,  as  it  ran  alon^,  he  said  it  would  involve 
the  Senator,  or  rather  the  senatorial  election;  not  the  Senator,  but 
the  senatorial  election. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Did  he  tell  you  the  name  of  the  man  who  wrote  the 
story  ? 

Mr.  Denbbn.  No.  -I  asked  him  who  he  was,  and  he  said,  "  I  have 
it  in  confidence,"  and  I  then  said  at  once,  "  I  do  not  care  to  have  any 
confidential  information  about  the  matter."  The  man's  name  was 
not  mentioned. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  you  did  not  learn  anything  about  the  name  of 
the  man  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Keeley  consulted  with 
anybody  else  other  than  you  and  State's  Attorney  Weyman,  of  Cook 
County,  about  that  \Vhite  story  between  the  16th  of  March,  1909,  and 
the  30th  of  April,  1909! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Hanect.  ^Tiat  else  was  said,  except  that  Keeley  told  you  that 
he  had  a  story  of  that  kind? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  outlined  in  a  general  way  the  character  of  it, 
that  money  was  put  in  a  jack  pot,  that  men  were  voting  and  receiving 
'money  for  it,  that  they  were  voting,  that  they  did  not  know  for 
which  ballot  they  were  receiving  money,  that  the  leaders  would  not 
tell  them,  that  they  voted  for  bUls  that  they  supposed  had  money  in 
them  when  there  was  not,  and  the  reverse.  Then  I  asked  him  about 
how  he  could  prove  such  a  story,  called  his  attention  to  the  difficulties 
of  proof,  and  that  he  ought  to  look  into  those  details  before  he  pub- 
lished the  story,  because  all  that  evidence,  or  most  of  it,  would  be 
closed  up  the  minute  of  the  publication.  Then  he  recited  the  facts 
that  these  men  had  got  their  money,  and  then  had  traveled  to  Michi- 
gan, had  stopped  at  hotels,  had  gone  on  the  boats  and  got  under  the 
influence  of  lif^uor,  and  that  they  had  been  out  in  all  sorts  of  places, 
and  had  acted  in  such  a  way  that  they  could  check  up  their  evidence. 

I  suggested  that  they  had  better  get  their  checking  up  done  first, 
before  the  story  was  published,  so  that  they  could  corroborate  the 
story;  and  I  asked  whether  or  not  the  men  who  had  received  the 
money  had  been  associating  with  the  men  who  had  paid  it,  where 
anybody  could  go  to  hotel  registers  and  all  that.  I  went  through  the 
usual  fonn  that  lawyers  take  to  get  evidence,  I  had  been  State's 
attorney,  and  I  directed  his  attention  to  the  matter  of  getting  up 
the  evidence  before  the  publication. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Do  you  know  why  Mr.  Keeley  sent  for  you  to  come 
to  Chicago  from  Springfield ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  why.  I  think  he  discussed  the  sub- 
ject of  my  calling  the  le^slature  together  in  extra  session  to  investi- 
gate it. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  did  not  do  so,  did  you  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  I  did  not.  I  discussed  it  very  carefully,  and 
took  it  up  to  see  what  I  could  do,  and  wrote  a  message  on  it,  and  I 
found  it  was  not  wise  to  do  it. 
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Mr.  HANEcr.  You  did  not  take  action  at  the  next  regular  session 
of  the  legislature  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  we  had  no  definite  proof. 

Senator  Gamble.  Did  you  say  you  wrote  a,  message? 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  outlined  a  message. 

Senator  Gamble.  Prepared  a  rae.ssage  for  calling  a  special  session 
of  the  legislature! 

Mr.  Dek££n.  I  prepared  the  outline  of  a  message  for  a  special 
session  on  the  matter,  and  I  called  in  Senator  Hurbergh,  who  was 
the  leader,  and  we  checked  up  the  house,  to  see  what  we  could  do 
regarding  the  getting  of  a  committee  to  make  an  investigation. 
The  power  wna  against  us  in  the  house.  We  were  not  quite  certain 
what  we  could  do  in  getting  it  investigated,  and  we  determined 
finally  that  the  men  against  whom  tlie  charges  were  made  were  the 
men  who  would  do  the  investigating.  We  did  not  think  that  would 
be  a  wise  thing  to  do.     It  would  have  a  bad  effect. 

Senator  Gamble.  About  what  time  was  this? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  could  fix  it,  I  think.  I  believe  I  have  the  notes. 
Pardon  me,  Mr.  Whitaker — were  those  notes  destroyed? 

Senator  Gamble.  It  is  not  a  matter  of  any  particular  importance. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  It  was  between  the  16th  of  March  and  the  30th  of 
April,  1909,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  think  so.    I  think  it  was  after  the  exposure. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  mean  1910. 

Mr.  Dkneen.  It  was  after  the  publication,  when  this  matter  was 
gone  into. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  It  was  after  the  publication? 

Mr.  Deneen.  After  the  publication.  I  never  saw  Mr.  White's 
story.  I  only  know  what  I  know  about  it  from  reading  it  in  the 
Tribune — that  portion  that  was  published.  I  never  saw  it  in  manu- 
script, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  you  write  any  part  of  that  story,  Governor? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Not  a  word. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Nor  any  of  the  headlines? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Nor  any  of  the  headlines. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  Nor  anything  connected  with  it? 

Mr,  Deneen,  Nor  anything  connected  with  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  were  sent  for  by  Mr.  Keeley  to  come  to  the 
Tribune  office  on  the  e\ening  of  the  29th  of  April  or  the  early  morn- 
ing of  the  30th  of  April,  1910? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  about  midnight, 

Mr.  Hanecy,  Where  were  you  then,  Governor? 

Mr.  Deneen.  When  the  message  reached  me  I  was  entering  the 
Union  League  Club  in  Chicago,  as  I  recall  it,  about  quarter  to  12, 
I  met  a  reporter  from  the  Trioune  on  the  sidewalk.  He  said  he  had 
been  there  two  hours  trying  to  get  hold  of  me. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  you  come  up  from  Springfield  for  any  particu- 
lar purpose  at  that  time? 

Mr,  Deneen.  Yes. 

The  Chaikman.  What  date  did  you  say  that  was? 

'Mr,  Deneen.  That  was  the  day  before  the  article  was  published, 
about  15  minutes  to  12,  at  midnight.  It  was  published  the  30th,  was 
it  not?    That  would  be  the  29th,  then. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  It  was  published  the  morning  of  the  30th. 
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Mr.  Deneen.  The  morning  of  the  30th. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  you  go  to  the  Tribune  office  then? 

Mr.  Deneen.  ^Vhen  the  reporter  accosted  me  he  told  me  that  they 
had  8  very  important  message  to  give  me.  I  asked  him  what  it  was. 
He  said  he  did  not  know,  but  it  was  of  the  greatest  importance  and 
wanted  me  to  call  up  the  city  editor  of  his  paper.  I  went  into  the 
Union  League  Club  and  called  up  Mr.  Beck,  who  was  then  city 
editor.  He  told  me  no;  that  Mr.  Keeley  was  the  one  who  wanted  to 
talk  with  me.  Later  we  got  Mr.  Keeley  on  the  wire.  He  said  he 
had  a  matter  of  very  great  importance,  and,  if  I  remember  correctly, 
he  was  to  come  to  me.  In  any  event,  he  said  he  was  eating  luncheon! 
I  said :  "  I  will  come  right  over,  to  save  time,  and  see  you,  and  you 
will  be  through  by  the  time  I  reach  your  office."  I  went  over  to  "the 
Tribune  office,  and  I  arrived  there  sometime  after  midnight. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  It  was  a  midnight  luncheon? 

Mr.  Deneen,  A  midnight  luncheon ;  yes. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Keeley? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  saw  him;  yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  he  consult  with  you  about  the  story — the  pub- 
lication ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  said  that  he  was  publishing  the  story,  and  that 
it  was  on  the  press.  He  sent  for  it,  called  a  man  out  and  sent  down 
and  got  the  paper  and  showed  it  to  me.  and  wanted  an  interview 
from  me, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  He  showed  you  a  proof  of  it? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  it  was  tne  first  one  of  the  sheets.  It  was 
really  the  story.    The  paper  was  in  ordinary  form,  such  as  it  is  now. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  that  was  between  12  and  1  o'clock  iti  the 
morning? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Some  time  between  12  and  1,  as  I  recall  it — midnight. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  you  give  him  an  interview? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  insisted  on  a  long  interview.  I  told  him  no,  and 
I  read  the  paper.  He  was  insistent  on  my  being  interviewed,  and 
I  refused  to  be  interviewed  until  I  could  read  it,  We  .sat  there,  and 
they  held  the  presses,  I  think ;  and  I  finally  gave  an  interview  about 
an  inch  long,  in  which  I  said :  "  If  the  facts  stated  in  this  article 
are  true,  it  ought  to  be  investigated  and  be  exposed."  That  is  all. 
It  was  about  an  inch  long,  I  think.     Likely  you  have  it  there. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  did  not  give  him  any  interview  or  express  any 
views  on  the  matter  at  all  until  after  you  read  the  article? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Until  I  read  the  article. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  read  it  through? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  read  it  through  nastily;  I  just  ran  through  it  as 
fast  ns  I  could  to  see  the  points  that  were  made. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  You  knew  what  it  was? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Xn,  I  did  not.     He  had  told  me  a  supposititious  case 

Mr.  Hanecy,  When  you  read  it  through,  you  knew  what  it  was? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  I  knew  in  a  general  way.  I  glanced  at  it  and 
saw  the  features  of  it. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  You  knew  that  it  was  the  same  story  that  Mr. 
Keeley  had  told  you  about  the  16th  of  March  previous? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  understood  it  was  the  same  story. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  Mr.  Keeley  wanted  you  to  ^ve  the  paper  a  long 
interview  cwi  the  matter? 
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Mr.  Dknecn.  He  wanted  a  long  interview. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  you  declined  to  give  it?  \ 

Mr.  Dknebx.  I  did. 

Mr.  H&^'BOT.  You  indicated  with  your  figures  about  a  ati^  I 
nil)  ask  aae  of  the  newspaper  men  whether  that  ia  ri^t — aboufc  a 
stick? 

Hti  I^hbbk.  It  was  a  short  interview.  I  think  you  have  it  ovet 
there. 

Mr.  M<ttHH»».  Hiat  is  an  obaokte  tann. 

Mr.  Haxbct.  I  noil  not  call  any  athttr  'witueses  <m  tha  inieitiMi 
after  you  have  spoken.  We  wJil  aay,  than,  it  was  «bou4  as  inch  oe-aq 
inch  and  a  half  I 

Mr.  DvNBiuf.  It  watt  a  shtHi'  iatarview.  I  do  not  measure  my  inter- 
views by  the  yard  stick.  I  would  not  aay  hotv  many  inohea  long 
it  Wfr 

Mr.  Hanect.  Was  the  interriew  f«l^shed  1 

Mr.  IteicESii.  It  was. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  Were  them  lame  headlinw  to  it? 

Ur.  DEimBf,  I  Uunk-not.  I  do  net  think  there  were  any  headbus. 
I  thivt  it  wae  iaei  put  ru^  in  in  fabe  ariide  at  theood  oi  it.  fant  I 
<)u  not  recall.    I  hav«  oo  ^ubt  you  have  the  paper. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  How  long  wereyou  there,  Governor? 

Mr.  Denebn.  I  do  not  think  I  was  there  longer  thau'M  oriKrain- 
ut«&.  I  know  I  bad  been  ill  aU  that  day  and  was  lyinfr  oO'  a  loiua^ 
iiati)  ni^t.  when  I  had  gww  to  a  political  caucus,  aira  wastlatA  in 
coming  home. 

Me.  Haxbijy.  Where  waa  that  caucus? 

Mr.  EiiukutN.  It  was  at  Mr.  Pease's  home  that  night. 

Mr.  HANEcr.  Was  that  the  time  when  th^  had  what  thvy  oallad 
the  "  kitchen-cabinet  confevenoes  "  ? 

Mr.  HtuiBiaf.  I  waa  on  the  poreh )  I  wae  not  in  the  kitdioD. 

Mtv  Hambct.  I  did  :iioti  aay  that.  I  aakad  whether  that  waa  i^m 
(hey  had  wh&t  they  called  tM  *'  kitohea-cabinet  oonfarenoes  "  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Afterwards  they  charged  that  we  had  confeowaiNB 
^'neiallff  in  the  kitvhw  of  Mr.  Peaae's  home. 

Mt:  Hambcti  That  waa  Ota  tima,  Govcmars  waa  it  aott 

Mr.  DwxBN.  I  DMt  aaveral  taueatbeia.  That  was  one  of  the 
times. 

U^'QAX■aK.  Anil  thatwaa  tftaelMtalist^of  caMdidatertaihe  put 
ofMBi  a  ^te  OK  racQuiBended  to  the  rotara? 

Mn.  DaNBVH-.  Ne4-»t  aU ;  it  w«8  not  itfwved  to, 

Mr.  HANscrr.  What  was  that  oonferanoe  for? 

%.  DYjutKs,  Thai  waEt  regarding  the  prop«wd  am^rttounent  of 
the  city.  That  waa  (HpcufBoa-^-whetfter  ^ey  should' paaa- an  »pp9P- 
tioiHXBt^iU,. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Who  waf  present  at  that  coaferenoa} 

Mr.  DuiBSN)  A.  Buraher  of  gentleBieB. 

M«.  KAiiws>.  Can  yon  natoe  them? 

Mt  I^NEvif .  Yes,  sir.    There  was  ii»  mayor  of  thie  eily 

Mr.  Hanwv.  Fred  Buase? 

%.  Dbnebh.  Mayor  Buspe^  PoatatastN*  CampbelU  Mt.  James 
Pease;  Mr.  WilU»m  Weber,  I  think;  Mr.  John  J.  Healff,  who  ia 
here;  and  Mr.  Roger  Sullivan,  a^d  myaplf. 


ty  Google 


1288  SENATOB  FROM  ILLINOIS. 

Mr.  HANEcr.  What  was  Roger  Sullivan  doing  in  a  Republican 
caucus } 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  he  was  there  at  the  request  of  the  mayor, 
to  determine  whether  or  not  enough  votes  could  be  had  to  have  an 
apportionment  bill  passed  and  whether  the  Democrats  and  the  Re- 
publicans could  agree  upon  an  apportionment. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  So  that  there  were  other  factions  of  the  Rcpublicaii 
Party  that  dealt  with  the  Democratic  Party  ^ 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  is  the  only  time  Mr.  Sullivan  ever  attended. 
They  concluded,  I  think,  that  an  apportionment  bill  could  not  be 
passed :  they  did  not  have  enough  vot^. 

Mr.  Hanect,  Have  you  named  aU  of  those  present! 

Mr.  Deneen.  All  that  were  present  were  there,  and  they  discussed 
noUiing  at  all  but  apportionment. 

Mr.  Hanect.  What  was  William  Weber  doing  in  a  conference  of 
that  kind!    He  did  not  live  in  the  city  of  Chicago. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  say,  I  think  he  was  there,  but  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Hanect.  He  did  not  live  in  the  city  of  Chicago  at  all! 

Mr.  Denebn.  Oh,  no;  hut  he  was  a  very  active  man  and  secretary 
of  ihe  committee.  He  was  interested  in  seeing  that  the  apportifHi- 
ment  was  made  as  favorable  as  possible  to  the  Republicans. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Was  Koy  West  there ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  No, 

Mr.  Hanect.  Was  anybody  else  there  than  those  you  have  named? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  think  I  have  named  all  of  them.  I  do  not  recall 
any  others. 

Mr.  Hanect.  How  many  times  did  you  talk  with  Mr.  Keeley  or 
Mr.  Weyman,  or  anybody  else,  about  the  White  story  between  March 
16and  April  30,  1910? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  never  have  talked  with  Mr,  Weyman  about  it  at  any 
time.  As  to  Mr.  KeeJey,  I  do  not  think  I  talked  with  him  about  that 
story  between  that  time  and  the  time  it  was  published,  although  we 
may  have  talked  over  the  telephone;  but  I  think  not,  I  do  not  re- 
call it. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Did  you  ever  talk  with  Mr.  Keeley  or  Mr.  Weyman, 
or  anybody  else,  about  the  White  story  between  the  time  you  talked 
with  Wright,  in  August  or  September,  1909,  and  the  publication  of 
the  stoij  in  the  Tribune  on  the  30th  of  April,  1910 ! 
■  Mr.  Deneen.  So  far  as  I  recall,  and  to  the  best  of  my  recollection, 
I  never  discussed  this  story  with  Mr.  Weyman  at  any  time,  I  will 
say  that  first.  It  is  ray  best  recollection  that  I  never  mentioned  it — 
I  am  certain  of  this — or  discussed  the  matter  with  Mr.  Keeley  before 
the  16th  of  March,  the  night  we  met  at  the  La  Salle  Hotel.  That  is 
my  best  recollection,  and  I  am  very  confident  of  it. 

Mr.  Hanect,  My  question  covers  whether  you  talked  with  any- 
body about  it  up  to  the  30th  of  April,  1910 1 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  do  not  recall  any  person  that  I  ever  discussed  the 
matter  with.  I  may  have  talked  about  it  with  some  intimate  friends, 
but  I  do  not  think  so.  It  was  a  matter  that  I  did  not  care  about 
repeating,  for  obvious'  reasons.  If  it  was  to  be  published,  I  did  not 
want  to  De  called  as  a  witness,  and  did  not  care  to  know  about  it, 
and  did  not  care  to  be  dragged  into  the  thing  as  a  witness,  so  I 
avoided  talking  to  anybody  about  it. 
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Mr,  Hanecy,  Did  you  read  your  interview  in  type  in  the  Tribune 
that  morning  ?  I  mean  in  the  early  morning,  when  you  were  at  the 
Tribune  office ! 

Mr.  Dbneem.  No:  I  am  quite  sure  I  did  not.  I  will  answer  the 
question  fully.  I  imow  that  when  I  finished  the  interview,  Mr. 
Keelej  said  to  me:  "You  will  have  difficulty  in  getting  out  of  the 
buildup  to-night.  You  are  going  to  be  searcned.  Nobody  can  leave 
this  buQding  who  is  not  searched,  because  we  do  not  want  our  com- 
petitors to  get  the  story."  He  said;  "  You  can  take  it  if  you  will 
put  it  imder  your  vest ;  "  and  I  put  it  under  my  vest  and  walked  out 
of  the  building,  and  met  an  Inter-Ocean  reporter  at  the  foot  of  the 
stairs. 

Senator  Ker^.  I  suppose  it  was  the  country  edition  that  you  saw 
first? 

Mr.  Dengen.  It  was  the  first  one  that  was  struck  off  of  the  matter, 
I  think;  but  it  may  be  that  they  held  it  back  for  the  country  edition. 
I  think  the  country  edition  had  gone  to  print,  however.  They  had 
been  searchii^  for  me  all  the  evening,  and  did  not  know  where  to 
find  me;  and  I  think  it  did  not  appear  in  the  country  edition.  Th^ 
found  me,  as  I  say,  about  inidni^t,  and  I  think  the  country  edtti<m 
was  finished  at  11  odock,  or  somewhere  around  there. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Were  you  searched  when  you  got  out  of  the  building ! 

Mr,  Deni^n.  Not  at  all;  no — not  yet. 

Mr.  Hanect,  What  was  it  that  you  took  on  your  person  that  you 
had  to  put  under  your  vestt 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  put  a  paper  under  my  vest,  to  reread  it;  and  I 
went  back  to  the  Union  League  Club  and  read  it  carefully  then.  I 
just  glanced  at  it  before. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  mean  a  copy  of  the  paper  with  the  White  story 
in  it? 

Mr.  Demeem.  With  the  White  story  in  it.  As  I  walked  out,  I 
said  to  Mr.  Keeley:  "  No  information  will  get  out  about  this  through 
me.  I  want  to  read  it."  He  warned  me  then,  as  I  said.  At  first 
he  thought  I  had  better  not  take  it. 

Senator  Keen.  But  that  edition  did  not  have  your  interview  in  itf 

Mr.  Dbnebn.  Oh,  no. 

Senator  Kern.  That  appeared  in  a  subsequent  edition  the  same 
morning  f 

Mr.  DENfaa«.  I  just  took  the  paper  and  put  it  in  my  pocket. 

Mr,  Hanect.  Did  not  that  paper  that  you  had  have  your  interview 
in  it? 

Mr.  Denbbn.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Did  not  every  issue  of  the  Tribune  of  that  day  have 
your  interview  in  it  as  well  as  the  M'hite  story? 

Mr.  Dsnebn.  I  do  not  think  so.  To  my  best  recollection — and  I 
am  very  confident  of  this — I  do  not  think  I  talked  with  Mr.  Healy 
l>efore  20  minutes  after  12  or  half-past  12.  I  am  just  estimating  it 
from  the  time  I  returned  to  the  Union  League  Club,  When  I  got 
there  I  know  he  brought  the  matter  up.  Whether  he  stopped  the 
presses  and  threw  away  the  first  edition  and  started  a  new  one,  I  do 
not  know.  But  it  was  later  than  the  usual  country  edition,  as  I 
am  informed.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  destroyed  it  and  printed 
my  interview  in  that  edition  or  not.  He  can  tell  you  about  that. 
There  are  files  accessible,  I  suppase.  t   ooolc 
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Mr,  Hanecy.  Who  took  down  your  interview) 

Mr.  Denebn.  a  shorthand  reporter  who  came  in. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  Was  it  published  as  you  dictated  it* 

Mr>  Dipi&EtJ.  I  do  not  recRlI  that.    I  assume  so. 

tienntur  Jones.  (io\i'riioi'.  you  say  Mr.  Keeley  wanted  you  to  pvp 
a  long  interyiew-  Did  he  seem  to  assume  that  ysu  liad  pwsonal 
knowledge  of  facts  corroborating  this  statement  of  Mr.  White's? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  he  wanted  me  to  give  an  interview  on  the  article 
and  on  general  conditions. 

Senator  Jones.  Tliat  is.  he  wanted  you  to  give  an  interview  assum- 
ing that  the  facts  set  out  in  the  article  wece  true! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Assuming  that  here  was  one  man  who  was  part 
of  it,  who  had  confess^ ;  and,  aa  he  said :  "  T(ie  lid  has  blown  off.  It 
is  all  coming  out  now,'  and  the  whole  thing  is  going  to  be  exposed." 
He  said ;  "\t  Ust  we  have  got  the  power  to  show  S,  up."  He  said : 
"  Now,  1  wsnt  a  strong  interview  on  this  matter.''  I  said :  "  Let  me 
read  it  first.  I  hold  oq  official  pp^ition  here,  and  I  do  not  want  to 
giv$  out  an  interview  that  can  not  be  sustained  later  by  the  facts." 
So  he  was  urging  me,  and  said  thev  were  holding  the  presses  there; 
and  I  just  glanced  at  it,  and  said :  "I  can  not  give  such  an  interview 
as  that.  I  will  have  to  read  your  article."  He  said :  "  We  can't  wait 
to  talk  about  it.'^  So  I  dictated  a  little  interriev,  which  I  have  no 
doubt  they  have  in  their  valise  there. 

Mr-  Hanepy.  Did  you  tell  him  that  you  did  not  have  personal 
knowledge  of  the  facts  set  out  in  the  article ) 

Mc.  nt:»KEM-  Ob,  tbftt  was  discussed  on  the  16th  of  March,  as  to 
whether  I  had  any  personal  knowledge. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Was  that  discussed  at  all  at  Uiis  time) 

Mr-  DgNEEi*.  Ob,  no. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  When  he  insisted  on  your  givuig  a  long  interview, 
did  you  telL  him  that  you  did  not  have  persohaf  knowledge  of  the 
facts) 

Mr.  Denebk.  Oh)  no;  we  never  discussed  it.  It  was  all  done  in  a 
hurry  at  that  time.  He  was  trying  to  expedite  my  interview.  He 
said,  "  Here  it  is.  It  is  all  in  print,  and  it  is  about  like  what  I  told 
you.  I  told  you  a  supposititious  case,  but  here  it  is.  Here  is  the 
whole  thing.'' 

Mr.  Hanecy.  He  did  not  want  you  to  vouch  for  it,  did  ha) 

Mr.  Densen.  Qb,  no;  he  want«(l'|ne  to  give  an  interview  on  con- 
ditions and  what  ought  to  be  done  )a  regard  to  an  inveetigatioD  of 
the  legislature,  where  a  man  had  confessed,  and  wanted  me  to  state 
what  I  proposed  to  do  about  it  and  to  give  out  an  Interview  regard- 
ing conditions. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Did  you  tell  Mr.  Keeley,  of  the  Tribune,  on  the  16th 
of  March,  191Q,  that  you  did  or  did  not  have  personal  Imowledge  of 
the  Wbit«  story,  or  the  story  that  he  printed  ( 

Mc  Dbneen.  I  told  him  of  the  conversation  I'  had  with  Mr. 
Wright.    I  told  him  that  Mr.  Wright  said  that  they  h^d  the  story. 

Mt.  HA»iECC.  But  did  you  tell  him  that  you  did  or  did  not  have 
personal  Imowledge  of  the  story  ?    Did  you  tell  Mr.  Keeley 

Mr.  Deneen.  (M  the  story  or  the  facts  related  in  the  story) 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  you  te^l  Mx.  Keeley  on  the  lOUi  o£  March,  that 
you  had  or  had  not  personal  knowledge  of  the  White  story,  or  iJie 
facts  therein  stated) 
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Mr,  Deneek.  I  did  not  state  anything  aboDt  the  White  story,  be- 
cause I  did  not  know  that  Mr.  White  was  the  man.  As  to  the  facts, 
we  discussed  my  knowledge  of  the  conditions  in  the  legislature,  ana 
each  matters,  and  what  to  do  in  the  Way  of  getting  pToof  of  facts 
that  were  everywhere  considered  by  everybody  to  exist. 

Mr.  Hakect.  Did  yon  tell  Mr.  Keeley  on  that  occasion,  of  on  any 
other  occBsitm,  that  yoa  had  pefstmal  knowledge  of  those  facts,  or 
any  of  themj 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  I  did  not — not  at  all.  I  had  not  any  peraondl 
knowledge. 

Mr.  I^NEcr.  Governor,  I  show  yo'u  a  printed  copy  of  Senate  bill 
No.  266  in  tiie  forty-sixth  general  assemoly;  and  then  I  sfiow  you 
a  copy  of  yonr  veto  message  of  senate  bill  No.  286,  on  p'age  21  of 
Veto  Meesase  of  thft  House  and  Senate  of  the  Forty-sixth  General 
Assembly,  ffled  by  Gov.  Charles  S.  Deneen,  1&09,  in  a  printed  pimpfi- 
let;  and  I  ask  you  whHher  that  is  the  bill  thVit  you  refftrrM  to  as 
the  one  tbat  you  vetobd  when  you  sf>oke  of  it  on  your  dirMt  exam- 
ination  ^ 

Mr.  Deneen  (after  exmnAmieg  papers).  I  think  that  is  the  (fae. 
Let  me  see:  1909 — yes;  that  is  the  one,  I  think. 

Mr.  Haneot.  There  were  aefihe  amendmeifta  od^ered  to  that  bill, 
were  there  not,  Governor  ? 

Mr.  Denern.  It  says  so  there,    I  assnme  so. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  do  not  care  about  reading  this,  Governof;  but  I 
shonid  hke  to  have  it  in  the  record,  and  also  the  veto  message  on 
page  21  of  the  printed  pamphlet  here.  I  should  also  like  to  get, 
when  I  am  able  to  do  so,  printed  copies,  properly  certified,  of  the 
amendments  that  werfe  offered  to  the  bill. 

Setaattt  Kern.  What  bill  is  H? 

Mr.  Hanect.  This  is  the  bill  that  the  governor  said  he  vetoed; 
and  hft  s»id  that  sotaie  of  the  people  in  the  house  or  the  legislature 
cl«iin«d  that  the  "jack  pot"  lost,  or  he  heard  a  import  that  some- 
bodv  claimed  that  the  "  jack  pot "  lofet  $30,000  or  $3.5,000  by  his  veto. 
I  tlnnk  ft  was  White. 

Mr.  Healt.  That  is  not  the  testimony  of  the  witness,  and  we  do 
not  want  to  concede  that  the  witness  has  testified  to  that. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  was  answering  Sen'fltor  Kem,  Mr.  Heafy, 

Mr.  Healt.  Yes ;  but  you  were  assuming  to  state  the  testimony  of 
the  witness,  which  I  remember  to  be  quite  different  from  yoiir  state- 
ment of  it. 

Mr.  HANEfvy.  it  was  Mr.  White's  story  that  talked  about  the 
8ef5,060,  was  it? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yte.  He  said  that  one  bill  harl  been  vefoed  (vherein 
$35,<W0  had  l»en  lost  to  the  jack  pot. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  was  the  corporation  bill  c,r  the  bill  that  allowed 
On6  Corporation  in  Illinois  to  own  the  stock  of  flnoth'er? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  I  said  I  guessed  that  was  the  one.  I  did  not 
know  it  was  the  one.  I  looked  over  the  files  to  find  out  to'  which  it 
ref*rred,  and  I  as.sumed  it  referred  to  that ;  but  I  did  not  know. 

Sir.  Hanecy.  Did  anybody  coftie  to  see  you  about  this  bill,  Gov- 
ernor, between  the  time  of  its  passage  and  the  time  that  you  vetoed 
it  or  before  that  timet 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  came  to  me  afterwards. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Who  came  to  see  you  ? 
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Mr.  Dbnubn.  I  think  a  number  of  men  came  to  see  me. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Will  you  tell  the  committee  the  names  of  some  of 
themf 

Mr.  Dbnebn.  I  will  make  &  parliamentary  statement  and  then  I  will 
answer.  I  think  the  bill  was  prepared  by  the  Chicago  Bar  Associa- 
tion or  the  Illinois  Bar  Association  in  the  first  instance. 

Mr.  Hanect.  The  Illinois  State  Bar  A^ociation  c(»nmitteel 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  committee.  Mr.  Bancroft,  I  think,  was  one  of 
those  who  helped  prepare  it. 

Mr.  Hanect,  You  refer  to  E.  A.  Bancroft? 

Mr.  Dbneen.  E.  A,  Bancroft. 

Mr.  Hanect,  The  attorney  for  the  International  Harvester  Co.f 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  and  Mr.  Uillard  R.  Powers  was  the  most  active 
one,  I  think.  He  is  a  member  of  the  State  Bar  Association  albo;  and 
Mr.  Shaw,  of  the  finn  of — what  is  the  firm  name! 

Mr.  Hanect.  Winston,  Payne,  Strong  &  Shaw. 

Mr.  Dbneen.  Yes;  he  was  one,  and  a  number  of  others  cams. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  Any  others  that  you  remember! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  T  think  Mr.  West.  too. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Roy  O.  West! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes.  Quite  a  number  of  Chicago  lawyers  came  to 
me,  representing  the  bar  association. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Anybody  else ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall.    You  might  refresh  mv  recollection. 

Senator  Kern.  Do  you  mean  they  came  to  you  in  the  interest  of 
thebUl! 

Mr.  Deneen.  In  the  interest  of  the  bill.  The  bill  was  introduced 
by  the  bar  association  as  a  measure  to  revise  the  corporation  law  of 
our  State.  Then  they  kept  tacking  on  amendments  all  the  time. 
When  it  reached  me  I  submitted  it  to  the  attorney  general,  and  he 
wrote  an  opinion  of  about  12  pages.  I  vetoed  the  bill,  and  it  came 
so  late  at  night  that  I  dictated  the  veto  rather  than  incorporating 
his  opinion,  as  I  usually  do,  in  the  message.  But  we  had  not  time, 
and  I  dictated  that  part  of  my  message  from  his  opinion.  He  made 
a  very  strong  presentation  against  the  bill.  If  you  care  to  have  it, 
I  will  send  you  a  copy  of  the  opinion. 

Senator  Kebn.  It  was  against  the  bill  as  amended! 

Mr.  Deneen.  As  passed;  yes — as  amended. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  was  the  attorney  general's  argument! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes.    I  submitted  it  to  him  for  an  opinion. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  These  gentlemen  who  came  to  see  you — Mr.  Ban- 
croft, the  attorney  for  the  International  Harvester  Co.,  and  Mr. 
Millard  R.  Powers  and  Mr.  Rov  O.  West  and  others — came  to  see 
you  in  the  interest  of  the  bill  and  wanted  you  to  support  the  bill! 

Mr.  Deneen.  You  asked  me  about  the  men  wlio  spoke  to  me 
about  the  bill.  I  do  not  recall  that  Mr.  Bancroft  came  to  me  after 
it  was  passed.  I  do  not  recall  that.  There  were  a  large  number  of 
lawyers  that  came  to  me,  I  know  he  was  back  of  the  bill  once. 
I  had  understood  that  Senator  Jones  had  introduced  it,  until  I  saw 
Mr.  Billings's  name  attached  to  it.  He  was  favorable  to  the  bill 
at  first,  and  the  leading  lawyers  w6re.  An  effort  was  made  to  revise 
our  whole  corporation  law.  Then,  when  it  came  to  me  at  the  end 
of  the  session,  about  200  bills  came  in  all  at  once,  and  I  had  to  act 
or  them  in  10  days.    I  turned  them  over  to  the  attorney  general 
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to  pass  or  their  oonBtitutJonality,  and  to  raise  such  objectioos  aa 
a  lawyer  would  find;  and  he  brought  in  hU  assistants.  This  bilL 
on  account  of  its  importance,  was  held  back  until  just  two  days,  I 
think,  or  36  hours  before  the  time  would  elapse  within  which  I 
could  sign  it.  Mr.  Shaw,  of  the  firm  of  Winston,  Morrill,  and  so 
on . 

Mr.  Hanbct.  Winston,  Payne,  Strong  &  Shaw  1 

Mr,  Denekn.  Whatever  it  is;  it  is  one  of  the  principal  firms  in  the 
Weet,  or  in  our  city.  Mr.  Shaw  had  asked  to  be  notified,  as  most 
men  do,  in  the  event  that  I  considered  vetoing  it,  and  to  have  a  hear- 
ing. It  was  too  late  to  have  a  hearing,  and  I  t«lephoned  up  that 
we  would  have  to  act  on  the  matiter:  and  I  think  they  sent  down  a 
written  argument  in  favor  of  the  bill.  We  had  no  hearing.  I  went 
over  and  discussed  the  matter  with  Mr.  Boyoe,  a  m^nber  of  the 
railroad  and  warehouse  commission,  and  Gen.  Stead,  his  assistant, 
Mr.  Woodward,  and  his  assistant,  Mr.  Dempsey.  We  discussed  it 
up  to  about  12  o'clock,  just  when  the  time  would  elapse;  and  we 
hurried  back  to  ^  it  filed.  Then  they  raised  the  question  whether 
I  had  gotten  it  m  in  tima  That  question  was  raised  by  the  gen- 
tlemen who  favored  the  bill,  and  we  had  a  lawsuit  about  it.  There 
was  a  gvat  deal  of  interest  in  the  bill. 

Mr.  Hakbct.  You  were  opposed  to  the  bill,  and  the  attorney  gen- 
eral and  Mr.  Boyce  and  the  others  of  the  State  officials  were  opposed 
to  the  bill! 

Mr.  Dbnesn.  No;  I  had  not  any  feeling  on  the  bill  until  I  received 
the  opinion  of  the  attorney  general,  which  was  very  strongly 
against  it 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  is  what  I  mean. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes.     Then  I  adopted  his  views. 

Mr.  Hasect  After  you  got  the  attorney  general's  opinion ! 

Mr.  Deneeh.  I  had  not  read  it  before  that  tima 

Mr.  Haneot.  You  discussed  it  with  him  and  Mr.  Boyce,  of  the 
railroad  and  warehouse  commission,  and  Mr.  I>empsey.  of  the  attor- 
nsy  general's  oSice! 

Mr.  Demeen.  And  Mr.  Woodward  and.  I  think,  Mr.  Fitch.  1 
know  it  was  an  important  bill,  and  we  wanted  the  law  revised.  It 
was  supposed  that  it  would  produce  about  a  million  dollars  in  rev- 
enue to  the  State,  and  we  wanted  to  sign  it  to  ^t  the  revenua  But 
whm  that  was  pointed  out,  we  had  a  consultation  as  to  whether  we 
could  afford  to  let  that  revenue  escape  which  we  had  all  counted  on 
gettine  to  pay  the  expenses  of  the  State.  That  was  considered  very 
carefu^y,  and  I  finally  vetoed  it  because  of  that  obnoxious  feature. 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  feature  was  a  change  of  the  entire  policy  of 
the  State  of  lUinois) 

Mr.  Dekeen.  It  was  so  stated  in  the  veto — an  entire  change  of  the 
policy  of  the  State  in  dealing  with  corporations  and  allowing  one 
corporation  to  organize  a  barber  shop  and  buy  a  railroad. 

Senator  Jones.  Was  that  provision  in  the  original  bill,  or  was  it 
inserted  by  amendment  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  it  was  inserted. 

Mr.  Hanect.  By  amendment! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  it  was. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Yes;  it  was. 
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Mr.  Dbnbbn.  That  is  what  I  think.  It  was  not  in  the  oricinfll  bill. 
It  'Was  one  of  the  things  that  crept  in  as  it  progressed.  I  had  favored 
the  bill.  I  had  askea  to  have  a  commission  appointed  to  rsTise  the 
dorporation  law,  and  I  was  exceedingly  anxious  to  do  so,  bo  that  cor- 
porations Bhould  organize  in  Illinois  and  stay  In  Illiiiois,  and  not  or- 
fanize  in  New  Jersey  and  then  corae  down  and  exploit  our  State, 
thought  the  corporation  law  should  be  made  more  liberal,  and  got- 
ten on  a  different  basis.  Because  I  had  advocated  it,  I  wanted  to 
sign  tiui  bill,  which  had  many  good  features  in  it,  and  I  vas  greatly 
d»appoiiited  when  I  got  the  opinion.  As  soon  as  I  saw  it^  tnoogh, 
I  saw  it  was  conclusive. 

The  Cbaikman.  In  these  interruptions,  I  farted  to  get  just  whut 
tiiftt  obnoxious  clause  was. 

Mr.  ]>BNe&N.  Allowing  a  oorporation  to  buy  and  sell  stock  hi  ot^Cr 
eofporataons. 

Mr.  Hanect.  To  consolidate,  amalgamate,  and  buy  ap,  so  that  One 
OOTpofation,  organised  for  one  purpose,  with  a  small  capital  stock, 
Might  buy  up  any  number  of  other  oorporatioha  that  it  wanted  to 
and  hold  alid  control  them  t 

Mr.  Dbnbpn.  And  nobody  could  tell  who  wfls  COfttrolling. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Yes. 

Mr.  DtomiEN.  Until  the  tltne  came  for  the  recdrd;  and  tbttt,  of 
ooame,  ctrald  be  manipulated. 

Mr.  Farrar.  That  was  section  31  of  the  bill. 

Senator  Gambi^b.  Wet^  theM  objMtionable  Matures  iti  thb  bill  as 
etiginally  drafted,  or  were  they  placed  in  it  by  amendm^!ntf 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  they  were  placed  in  it  by  amendmentj  Sfeiia- 
tor.  They  were  not  in  the  bill  when  I  knew  it  at  the  ststt.  I  Only 
knew  the  general  featnres  and  purposes  of  the  bill.  One  *rts  a  rev- 
enue-producing feature  that  would  very  largely  increase  ttle  incKftne 
of  the  State. 

Senator  Jonrs.  Were  there  any  particular  eontefits  av<(r  tllese 
amendments  in  the  legislature,  or  discussion  of  theltt? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know,  I  never  attended  any  of  thdrmMt- 
inga.  I  kept  away  from  the  legislature.  The  trouWe  ift  otfr  Stite, 
U  I  said  before,  is  that  they  pass  about  240  to  3T0  bills  during  ttie 
season :  thov  pass  a  f?w  appropriatioti  bills,  cRifffgenCy  Mils,  tt«d  cine 
or  two  things  that  are  not  opposed  during  the  session,  ttttd  thfen  iii  the 
Ja^t  few  days  they  will  pass  about  200  Or  236.  They  -all  eonie  t» 
me,  and  I  have  to  act  on  them  within  10  dttys.  It  is  almost  K  Waste 
Of  time  to  keep  track  of  them  during  the  session  of  the  legilftitifl*, 
because  they  are  amended  the  second  liay  before  they  tidjotftn,  ftud 
it  jaat  makes  it  more  eonfnaed  to  try  to  keep  traCk  of  thfttn. 

Senator  Jones.  That  is  a  condition  that  is  not  ^tireiy  omffitiod 
to  the  Illinois  Legislature. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  about  that;  but  it  is  hard  on  the  gOT- 
emor.     It  puts  an  Undue  burden  on  him. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  The  law  of  Illinois  re<]uires  the  go*ern<«-  to&ign  or 
veto  the  acts  of  the  legislature  within  10  dfiys  after  the  e:xplratidn 
of  the  legislative  term,  does  it  not,  Goremot  ? 

Mr,  Deneen.  It  is  so  ruled — or  to  return  them  Without  signature. 

Mr,  Hanect.  Or  the  bills,  if  not  vetoed,  become  law  by  t^r&tion 
of  law? 

Mr,  Deneen.  Yes. 
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Mr.  Hanecy.  You  said,  QoTemor,  that  this  bill  was  held  back 
until  two  days,  or  about  two  days,  before  your  time  for  signing  the 
bill  exrared.     By  wh<Mn  was  it  held  back,  and  how  * 

Mr.  Deneen.  I^Tien  I  ssy  "  held  back,"  that  is  another  case  of  the 
use  of  words.  It  was  not  held  back  purposeW,  The  attorney  genefal 
had  to  pass  on  the  const  it  ationality  of  200  bills  in  10  days  or'le&s.  He 
had  to  pass  <«i  them  earlier  than  that,  So  (hat  he  could  give  his 
opinion  to  me.  He  worked  Tet^  hard  dtiring  those  10  days.  They 
began  about  8  o'clock  in  the  morning  and  worked  until  alxnit  12  at 
night.  He  was  doin^  his  best  to  get  through.  I  think  they  woflld 
have  liked  to  favor  the  bill  if  they  could.  It  Was  a  matter  that  *ould 
have  been  of  p^at  advantage  to  the  State  in  the  tvay  of  ptodocing 
revenue.  But  it  came  to  me  among  the  last  bills,  abolit  two  days 
before  the  time  expired.    His  opinion  will  give  the  date. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  you  h'Jid  to  act  upon  it  tery  quickly  ? 

Mr.  Dbkbbn..!  had  about  86  hours,  or  something  hke  th*t. 

Senator  Jonw.  Have  ran  any  knowledge  as  to  whether  off  not  the 
passage  of  the  bill  in  the  legislature  Was  purposely  held  baikt 

Mr.  Denebn.  I  can  not  say  «s  to  that.  I  know  it  was  not  ptissed 
until  the  last.  It  was  one  of  those  that  Came  in  with  a  targe  Auhiber 
of  others.    I  do  not  know  whetiwr  that  was  done  purposoly  ttt  not, 

Ifr.  Hambct.  Governor,  vtm  know  the  signature  and  handtmlitig 
of  Boy  O.  West,  do  you  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  sn. 

The  Chamman.  Before  you  go  iirto  that  taatter.  Mr.  Hanecy,  I 
will  SDggwt  that  no  disposition  was  n«ide  of  your  offer.  It  tifecurred 
to  TOe  tbst  if  that  bill  was  to  be  printed  in  ttiel^c^rd,  it  ought  to  be 
printed  as  passed;  otherwise  it  would  be  very  misltadifig; 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  have  tried  vei^  hard,  Mr,  Chairman  and  gentle- 
men, to  get  a  copy  of  the  bill  «s  amended,  but  up  to  the  j*rMent  time 
I  have  not  been  rtble  to  do  so. 

The  Chairman.  0»n  it  hot  be  held  imtil  that  can  be  done! 

Mr.  Han«ct.  Yes:  I  will  do  that;  but  I  wsint  it  to'have  a  pla«  in 
the  record,  and  I  want  to  save  that  riow. 

The  Chairman.  It  might  be  well  to  have  it  marked  for  identifita- 
tion  and  held  until  you  can  get  a  copy  of  it  as  passed. 

Mr.  Denebn.  May  I  state  that  the  obnoiriotis  section  of  the  bill 
is  quoted  in  full  in  my  veto?    The  veto  is  about  a  prtge  lonff,  of  less. 

Senator  GaAibije.  Wotild  yotrr  veto  meawpe  be  sslf-explanatory! 

Mr.  Dbnben.  Of  that  feature,  yes.  It  is  about  a  page  lon^;  MA  I 
think  I  quote  the  entire  section,  do  I  not;  Judge?  I  think  voii  *ill 
find  it  so. 

The  OHAniMAN.  There  will  be  no  objectiHn  to  p» iwting  the  veto 
message,  if  that  is  the  fact,  and  then  letting  the  bill,  when  v(%'  ^  It, 
be  printed,  either  as  an  appendix  or  as  a  part  of  the  td*t. 

Senator  KtRN.  I  think  the  bill  as  amended  <Mf^t  to  be  printed  in 
the  rteord.    We  can  get  printed  -copies,  can  ■fre  n(rt,  Senatrtr? 

Mr.  Denee*?.  Easify,  from  the  secretary  tit  state. 

Mr.  fiAi*ECt.  We  will  have  that  done:  hut  I  wiis  not  rfble  to  do  It 

Sotwtttr  -RBRi*.  Yoti  can  riidrt  this  for  IdftitMifcatittfi  if  yon  wish. 

Suiator  Gamble.  Would  it  not  be  well  to  put  in  the  veto  message 
with  the  bill  as  it  passed ! 

The  Chairman.  We  can  print  them  Hs  an  appendix. 

Senator  Kern.  Yes. 
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The  Chairman.  And  it  can  be  referred  to  in  the  text. 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  siiould  like  also  to  put  in  the  attorney  seneral'ti 
opinion.  I  believe  the  governor  generally  quotes  largely  &oin  the 
opinion  of  the  attorney  general,  but  did  not  do  it  in  this  case,  he  said, 
because  of  the  short  tune. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  make  a  policy  of  referring  every  bill  to  the  attorney 
general.  Then  he  writes  an  opinion  on  every  bill.  In  this  case  we 
were  discussing  it  until  after  11  o'clock;  and  I  susped^  that  on 
account  of  its  importance  we  would  have  to  confine  ourselves  to  the 
exact  rule.  We  could  not  follow  the  usual  procedure — we  had  not 
facilities  for  it — so  I  just  dictated  the  message  ri^t  from  the  bill, 
and  we  threw  it  right  off,  and  arranged  to  file  it.  I  think  the  point, 
though,  is  there. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  Governor,  the  opinicms  of  the  attorney  general  are 
preserved,  printed,  and  bound  in  book  form  J 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  were  preserved  by  him  in  book  form,  I  think, 
all  of  them;  but  I  know  I  have  his  opmion.  We  kept  them.  You 
will  find  his  printed  opinion  in  his  reports. 

Mr.  HANEcr.  Where  can  we  get  a  certified  copy  of  that  opinion  ¥ 
From  the  secretary  of  state? 

Mr.  Dknbbn.  No.  The  opinion  goes  to  me;  it  is  a  personal  mat- 
ter, but  you  can  ^t  it    I  tnink  he  printed  it  in  his  printed  reports. 

Mr.  luMECr.  Yes;  but  what  I  want  to  know,  Glovemor,  is  now  I 
can  get  an  official  copy. 

ib.  Denbek.  I  think  you  had  better  have  t^e  attorney  general  do 
it.    I  could  certify  it,  but  he  is  the  best  one  to  do  so.    He  wrote  it. 

Senator  Kebk.  Can  you  not  get  it  from  the  printed  reports  of  the 
attorney  general  f 

Mr.  Hanect.  If  that  is  acceptable,  we  can  get  it  frc«n  the  printed 
reports  of  the  opinions  of  the  attorney  geneFU, 

I  will  offer  now,  and  ask  to  have  marked  for  identification,  pa^  21 
of  the  Veto  Messages  of  Gov.  Charles  S.  Deneen  of  the  For^-Sixth 
General  Assembly,  1909 ;  and  I  will  offer  in  evidence  the  opinion  of 
the  attorney  general  on  senate  bill  No.  286,  and  a  copy  of  senate  bill 
286  as  amencSd. 

Senator  Kern.  As  passed  t 

Senator  Gamble.  And  as  passed  i 

Mr.  Haneot.  As  passed. 

(The  stenographer  marked  the  page  referred  to  "  P.  E.  B.  for 
ident") 

Mr.  Hahect.  I  will  not  read  it  int«  the  record  now,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Chaibman.  No;  I  think  not. 

Senator  Kern.  I  think  it  would  be  better  to  let  them  all  go  in 
together. 

The  Chaibhan.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Governor,  I  show  you  a  letter  dated  May  27,  1909, 
on  the  letterhead  of  "West.  Eckhart  &  Taylor,  attorneys,"  and  ask 
you  whether  that  is  the  handwriting  of  Mr.  Roy  O.  West? 

Senator  Jones.  Just  a  moment,  ^fore  you  go  into  that.  It  seems 
to  me  that  we  ought  to  have  a  copy  of  this  bul  as  it  was  originally 
introduced,  also. 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  have  that  here.    I  will  offer  that. 

Mr.  Hynes.  That  is  as  amended. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  As  amended! 
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Mr.  Htnes.  Ycb^  but  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  as  pased  or  not. 
Senator  Gtahble.  But  there  ought  to  be  something  to  indicate  the 
changes  in  the  printed  bill. 

The  Chairman.  Judge  HaneCT  will  see  to  that, 
Mr.  Hanbct.  Then  I  will  offer,  in  addition  to  that,  the  bill  as 
riginally  offered  in  the  legislature,  and  ihen  the  bill  as  amended  and 


Senator  Jonxs.  Yes;  that 'is  right 

Mr.  DsNESN  (preferring  to  papers  handed  to  him).  I  think  those 
are  Mr.  West's  signatures. 

Mr.  Hanxct.  Both  of  them! 

Mr.  DxNKBN.  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Hankct.  Both  are  in  the  handwriting  of  Mr.  West,  are  they 
nott 

Mr.  DxNEEN.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief. 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  should  like  to  read  these  into  the  record,  Mr. 
Chairman. 

(The  papers  referred  to  were  marked,  respectively,  "  Ex.  Dene«i 
1,  July  15,  1911,"  and  "Ex.  Deneen  No.  2,  July  15,  1911,"  and  are 
as  follows:) 

Ex.  Dbheer  1,  July  IS,  1911. 


R07  O.  Weat 
Percy  B.  Bckbart 
Clarton  R.  Tajlor. 
Willi  Bm  Eotlmiami. 
Thomae  O.  Deerlng. 

Deab  Sihatoh  :  CongratuIntlonB.    I  wlsb  you  a 
dlipiifled  leglBlAtlve  chamber. 
Tours,  elncerely, 


Ex.  Dkreen  No.  2,  July  15, 1«H. 

Ofllcen :  Telepbones : 

Wllllan)  Lorimer,  prefltdeot  Harrtson  6&40. 

WlUlam  J.  Cooke,  vice  preeldent.  BarrlBon  6941. 

Jobn  I.  Hugliea,  eecretery.  Harrison  II&42. 

J.  Albert  Campbell,  treasurer.  Automatic  3033. 

ens     THE    BOOKBRT, 


Dear  Senator:  I  Just  called  to  see  bow  your  pulse  is. 


Mat  27,  1909. 
Boy  O,  West. 


Mr.  Hanect.  That  date— May  27,  1909— was  the  day  after  Sena- 
tor Lorimer's  election! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  assume  so;  I  did  not  locrft  at  the  date. 

Mr.  Hanect.  It  was  May  27. 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  same  year!     I  assumed  it  whs. 

Mr.  Hanect.  May  2T,  1909. 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  was  the  day  after,  then. 
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Mr,  Hanecy.  Ail  of  thfe  men  who  +fetit  to  ste  you  fibmit  i^iiate  bill 
No.  286  went  there  to  nrge  fipdn  VoU  the  signing  of  the  ttHl  as 
amended  and  passed,  did  they  not,  Governor? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  I  think  hot.  I  wtli  ^TiS^er  "N'o"  and  then 
•xjJlain.  The  Matter  wsfs  rtf^tred  tb  the  attorney  grefi^i-jd.  I  Imow 
Mr.  West  stated  that  ihfte  lawyers  wanted  a  hfearing  tlpon  the  Hitit- 
ter.  He  called  me  up  or  wrote  to  me — called  me  up,  I  think.  I  tdd 
him  I  would  grant  them  a  hearing;  And  they  called,- 1  thTnlt,  oilCe  or 
twice,  to  learn  whethtir  I  hid  recelted  the'  opinidh  rff  the  littoWiey 
fi:eneral,  so  that  they  might  know  whether  dr  n6t  th^rt  would  lie  a 
hearing. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Will  you  tell  us  the  nam6«  of  the  larf;i'Srs  tA  rffiom 
yon  refer* 

Mr.  Dbnbbn.  I  think,  as  I  say.  Mr.  West  called  up  and  said  that 
Mr.  Shaw,  of  Winstoh,  I^y*e,  Strdng  ft  ^aw— "wanted  to  Show 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  Mr.  M.  R.  Powers? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  was  included  W  not — I 
rtrink  not— iti  whit  Mt.  W*!t  3**d.  I  told  (rirti  i  *cfBMgiTe  tWem 
an  o^»poriunity  ttf  be  hbard. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  Mr.  Bancroft! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  Mr.  Bancroft.  I  told  him  I  would 
give  them  an  opportunity  to  be  herfrd.  Whe'n  his  opinion  came  in  I 
saw  it;  I  think  we  received  it  at  njght,  and  I  read  it,  made  s  m^o- 
-  randum  of  it,  and  put  it  in  the  nrail  at  12  o'clock  and  sent  it  up  there 
and  sdM.  "  Ht^e  is  the  opinion.  We  have  not  time  for  a  hearing.  If 
yo'ii  hive  any  objections  to  make,  submit  them  in  writing,  and  tbm 
send  back  the  opinion  so  that  I  can  get  it  at  4.45  the  next  dt*y/'  be- 
cause I  had  to  act  on  it  then.  I  sent  it,  I  think,  by  special  ddrtery; 
Then  I  called  them  up  next  morning  on  the  telephojie.  I  ciilfW  Mr, 
West  and  said,  "  It  is  impossible  to  give  those  mioi  k  hearing. "  I 
said,  "The  time  would  not  permit."  I  said  we  had  other  bills,  too, 
but  that  they  could  dictate  a  statement  of  their  objectitms  to  die 
attorney  general's  opinion  and  put  a  man  on  the  tnrin  at  tt.SS  and 
bring  it  to  me  and  I  would  give  it  consideration — or  to  have  a  lawyer 
come.  They  dictated  a  legal  opinion  in  support  of  the  bill  and  sent  it 
to  me  and  sent  down  ft  cl»rk,  and  he  afrived  after  half  past  4,  and  T 
took  it  and  wept  over  to  the  attorney  general,  and  I  vetoed  the  bill 
after  that.  T  did  not  think  their  views  were  meritorious.  I  do  not 
think  Knv  other  lawyers  had  an  opportnlnrtv  to  speilk  to  me  atiWit  it- 
Mr.  HanBct,  Mr.  Bancroft  did  talk  wfth  yrfli  p^^ioiffi  (o  that 
tifn^did  henot? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  would  not  say  that  he  talked,  but  I  know  he  favored 
it.    That  is  the  point  you  are  driving  at. 

Senator  Kern.  Do  you  mean  the  original  bill,  or  the  bill  as 
amended  ¥ 

Mr.  Deneen.  Th^  o^'gTna!!  bill.  T'do  not  know  as  to  wheth'er  he 
favored  the  amendments  or  not.  While  I  am  a  member  of  the  bar 
associatioh,  I  have  not  attended  it  since  I  *ns  governor.  I  have  not 
had  time  to  take  part  in  its  proceedings.  Thev  IWrd  a  cdififnitte^ 
.appointed  on  the  bill,  arid  they  ariifted  it,  as  I  nniferstand  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Governor  is  Congressman  Chalpman  related  to  ]you  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  T^et  me  see.  My  uncle  married  his  cousin,  o^  sec6nd 
cousin.    That  is  the  relationship. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Do  you  know  Gillespie  &  Fitzgerald,  attorneys,  of 
Springfield?  .Goo^^lc 
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Mr.  Denken.  I  know  Mr.  Gillespie,  yea;  and  Mr.  Fitzgerald,  too. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  What  poiiitioQs  did  they  ever  hold  as  attunieys  for 
any  Stat^  board  or  departiHeni  f 

Mr.  pEKEEtv.  I  do  not  kiiow  aboi^t  Mi'.  Fit^rald,  hut  Mr.  Gil- 
lespie was  the  assistant  attorney  general  at  Sprinj^ld  when  I  W4S 
State's  attorney  in  Chicago,  ana  I  met  him  in  that  way.  Then, 
later,  wh^  I  went  to  Spnngtield  a$  Governor,  he  was  the  a.ssistant 
attorney  general  under  General  8tead  for  a  number  of  years,  or  for 
some  time.  Those  are  all  the  ofEcial  positions  he  has  held  within  niy 
knowledge.  Occasionally  he  has  represented  the  insurance  depart- 
ment, and  he  niay  have  repreGented  others. 

Mr.  HiNECr.  Other  departments? 

Mr.  Dekeen.  Other  departments;  but  QQtj  as  a  regular  laTryer, 

Mr.  HANEcr.  Do  you  mean  Mr.  Gillespie,  or 

Mr.  Dsisixm-  Mr.  Gillespie ;  yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  he  is  the  Gillespie  of  Gill^pi^  ^  Fitzgerald  J 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  is  the  one;  yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  He  is  the  one  that  dreai  tjie  statement  of  Mr.  Holst- 
U-w,  when  Mr.  Holstlaw  aa$  indicted  in  Spriqgfield)  in  connection 
with  tba  furniture  contract) 

Mr.  Demeev.  I  do  upt  kDOfr.  Tb^t  firm  had  the  case.  I  do  npt 
know  who  acted. 

Mr.  H^Nspx-.  That  i^  the  firm! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  it  is  the  same  firm. 

1^.  B4«spY.  You  spoke  a  short  time  f^go  about  Judge  Chytraus, 
Ctovemor. 

Mr.  Denben,  Yes. 

Mr.  Hamect.  He  was  formerly  yo^t  partner,  was  he  not! 

Mr.  Demeen.  He  was  formerly  my  partner. 

Mf .  HuiECT.  Before  you  became  State's  attorney ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes:  I  was  a  member  of  his  firm. 

Mr.  Hai«eoy.  Ana  he  is  now  tiie  portnei  of  Mr.  John  J.  Healy, 
one  of  the  attomeys  for  this  c<Hi)mittee? 

ify.  DEBEitN.  Yes-  They  are  now  associated  afid  have  been  in 
partjiership  about  six  months,  I  think,  or  about  four — have  you  not! 

Mr.  Healy.  Since  the  1st  of  March. 

Ms.  Hahscy.  Ji^ijm  Chytrau^  was  one  (>f  the  judges  ot  the  superior 
court  of  Chicago  and  ex  oflicio  a  jud^  of  the  crinimal  coiirt  ot  Cook 
County  t 

Mc  D^Di«eK,  Th^.  itpp^llate  court    He  was  wi  iJie  app^ftte  bench. 

Mr.  Ii4.9|M;Y,  }l^  was  aseigiwd  to  f^uty  ou-  tiie  ^pojl^te  oe^l)! 

ifg(.  EfAKficy.  th^  nftiflo  i^  ^veiled.  C-b-y-t-r-a^u-s ! 

Mj^  li»¥iffN.  Ye*. 

Jfj.  Tit^myx-  Ji4dg«  Chytca]!^  >?,^  defeated  tot  reelection,  I  think, 
iq  X^LP,  iv^  hp.nott    Vihea  wb^  it  tha^  he  left  the  benpt^^ 

Mr.  IlsNK^jii.  At  the  la«t  jn^iiwl  el^tiqn  ha  wai^  defeated. 

Mf.  Hp4i.Y.  In  Kpvember,  1910? 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Yes;  November,  1910. 

Mr:  n^ifEBq.  Yfs ;  th^t  IS  wh^n  he  mas  del ^t^ 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Judge  Chytraus  was  a  son-in-law  of  the  late  H-  A. 
Haugen,  the  president  of  the  State  ^Sfik  of  Chict)go? 

Mr.  DufEEN.  He  w«e;  yea. 
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Mr.  Hanect.  And  he  is  a  brother-in-law  of  the  present  Haugens 
who  are  officials  and  lai^  stockholders  in  that  bank? 

Mr.  Denebn.  Henry  Haugen  is  vice  president  of  the  State  Bank 
of  Chicago  and  Oscar  Haugen  is  the  head  of  the  trust  department; 
and  the  other  Mr.  Haugen  (his  uncle)  is  the  head  of  one  of  the 
departments,  too. 

Mr.  Hanict.  You  are  a  large  stockholder  in  that  bank,  are  you 
not? 

Mr.  Denbbn.  I  own  160  shares  out  of  about  2,000  or  3,000.  I  own 
160  shares  in  it. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  Is  there  any  other  stock  in  the  bank  held  for  you 
by  anyone  else? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  am  sorry  to  say  there  is  not.  I  have  owned  this 
stock  since  1897. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  Are  you  a  stockholder  in  the  International  Har- 
vester Co.,  Governor? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Were  you  ever  a  stockholder  in  it? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  once,  six  or  eight  years  ago,  I  held  some 
stock  in  it  for  a  while.  I  owned  it  for  some  time.  I  might  say 
that  I  do  not  think  mv  name  ever  appeared  on  the  books,  Mr. 
Haugen  bought  the  stock — he  was  directmg  my  affairs — and  sold  it. 
I  can  not  tell  when  it  was,  but  I  can  find  out  and  let.  you  know.  It 
is  not  any  secret. 

Mr.  riANECT.  Were  you  and  are  you  a  stockholder  in  any  of  the 
subsidiary  companies  of  the  International  Harvester  Ca? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No, 

Mr,  Hanect.  Have  you  ever  been  ? 

Mr.  Deneen,  No, 

Mr.  Hanect,  How  much  stock  did  you  have  in  the  International 
Harvester  Co.? 

Mr.  Deneek,  I  had  100  shares,  I  think.    Mr.  Haugen  bought  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Up  to  what  time  did  you  have  that  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  could  not  tell  that  just  exactly.  It  was  sold  some 
considerable  time  ago. 

Mr.  Hanect.  About  when? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know.     If  it  is  important,  I  can  find  out. 

Mr.  Hanect.  After  H.  A.  Haugen's  death? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  think  before. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Mr.  H.  A.  Haugen  during  his  lifetime,  and  his  sons 
since  that  time,  have  been  attending  to  your  financial  affairs? 

Mr.  Deneen,  Yes.  When  I  was  elected  governor  I  found  I  could 
not  attend  to  my  personal  matters,  and  I  put  most  of  my  property 
in  his  trust  department;  and  they  are  administering  my  estate  as 
though  I  were  dead.  They  attend  to  it,  collect  the  interest,  invest 
the  money,  and  everything  else,  I  do  not  attempt  to  bother  with  it. 
There  is  not  much  of  it;  but  whatever  there  is,  they  have  charge  of 
it.  They  have  administered  it,  paid  the  taxes  and  insiu'ance,  and  all 
that, 

Mr.  Hanect,  Governor,  who  succeeded  you  as  State's  attorney  of 
Cook  County? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Mr.  John  J.  Healy. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  he  held  that  oBice  for  four  years,  or  until  1908? 

Mr.  Deneen,  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Hanect.  And  he  was  a  candidate  for  renomination,  was  he? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  Who  opposed  him  as  candidate  for  the  nomination! 

Mr.  Denebn.  Mr.  Weyman  opposed  him  as  one  in  our  party, 

Mr.  Hanect.  John  E.  W.  Wevman,  the  present  State's  attorney 
of  Cook  County » 

Mr.  Denebn.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Hanbct.  And  the  contest  at  the  primaries  was  a  very  hot  one 
Iwtween  Mr.  Healy  and  Mr.  Weyman  f 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  it  was,  I  was  paying  attention  to  a  very 
tiot  one  relating  to  the  governorship  at  that  time,  and  I  did  not  fol- 
low it  closely. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  Mr.  Weyman  lived  in  your  senatorial  district,  did  he 
not.  Governor  ^ 

Mr.  Denebn.  He  did. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  in  the  township  that  you  lived  in~I  should  say, 
in  the  town  of  Lake! 

Mr.  Denebn.  He  was  in  the  same  senatorial  district. 

Mr.  Hanect.  He  lived  in  the  town  of  Lake,  too! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  it  may  be  in  the  town  below;  but  it  is  of  no 
ccmsequence  here.    He  lived  in  our  senatorial  district. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  and  John  E.  W.  Weyman  were  not  and  are  not 
friendly,  politically ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  We  have  had  nothing  to  do  with  each  other  except  in 
the  most  polite  way;  but  we  never  favored  each  other.  I  favored  Mr. 
Lundberg  against  him  for  senator,  when  he  ran  for  senator,  and  Mr. 
Healy  for  United  States  att<MTiCT. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  you  have  been  opposed  politically  for  a  good 
many  years? 

Mr.  Denbbn.  We  have  not  be«i  working  t<wether. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Mr.  Weyman  was  nominated  K^r  State's  attorney  at 
that  primary! 

Mr.  Denebn.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  What  year  was  it! 

Mr.  Deneen.  1908. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Mr.  Healy's  term  as  State's  attorney  expired  and  he 
went  out  of  oflSce  by  law  at  the  end  of  his  term,  the  first  Monday  of 
Decranber,  1908! 

Mr.  Deneen.  1908 ;  yes.     That  is  the  time  fixed  by  law. 

Mr.  Hanect.  At  that  time,  and  for  stHne  time  before  that,  Judge 
Chytraus  was  a  judge  of  the  criminal  court  of  Co<i  County,  was  ne 
notf 

Mr.  Denebn.  I  do  not  know  about  that — whether  he  was  holding 
court  in  the  criminal  court  there  or  not.  They  are  all  ex  officio 
judges  of  the  criminal  court. 

TAr.  Hanect.  There  are  no  regular  judges  of  the  criminal  court 
of  Cook  County! 

Mr,  Dbhkbn.  No. 

Mr.  Hanect.  But  by  the  constitution  of  the  State  the  judges  of 
the  circuit  and  the  superior  court  are  ex  ofBcio  judges  of  the  criminal 
court! 

Mr,  Denebn.  They  are  all  ex  officio  judges  of  the  criminnl  court. 

Mr.  Hanect,  And  they  have  to  sit  there  in  alternation  ? 

Mr,  Denebn,  They  arrange  it  among  themselves.  I  _ 
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Mr.  Hanecy.  The  constitution  provides  that  they  shall  sit  there 
in  alternation,  does  it  not? 

Mr.  DsKiEEN.  They  do  not  follow  it.  But  that  is  of  no  CMise- 
quence,  us  I  understand. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  You  know  Frank  J.  Loesch,  do  you  not,  Governor* 

Mr.  Dbnebn.  Yesj  I  know  him. 

Mr.  Hakecy.  He  is  the  attorney  in  Chicago  foe  th$  PennBylvania 
Railroad  Co.,  is  he  not  3 

Mr.  Dbneen.  He  was  at  one  time.    I  think  he  is  yet. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  He  has  been  for  a  number  of  y^rst 

Mr.  Denebk.  I  do  npt  know  ^nythiag  about  his  bu^ioee^  I  ab- 
sume  he  is.  1  was  a  tenant  of  his  onc«.  He  was  at  th^  tims,  uid 
that  is  all  the  connection  I  h%va  ever  hf^  with  hi^  bqaiofnei. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  have  outlived  him,  probably.  The  priiuftry 
contest  between  Mr.  John  J.  Healy  and  Mr.  John  E.  Vi:  We^puD 
for  Store's  attorfiey  u\  1908'  was  a  very  vigprovs  and  a  v«y  vicioas 
and  bitter  one,  was  it  not! 

Mr.  Deneex.  My  recqtWtiQB  is  th^t  Mr.  WeyoiftH  was  ezoeedifl^ly 
active,  and  my  recollection  is  tbt^t  AI^.  liealy  wa^  not  afttiv«  at  all- 
We  ur^ed  hi^n  to  b«  active,  and  h«  f«lt  that  he  ought  t«  stanil  on 
his  record,  and  1  dp  npt  tbin^  h«  made  a  canipaigD  outeide  oi  his 
own  ward- 
Mr.  Hanecy.  That  is  not  what  I  mean,  (jovernor.  I  have  not 
charged  that  Mr.  Healy  was  ox  was  nqt  active  or  bitter  or  vicious. 

Mr.  D&NEEN.  ftlr.  Wipymai^  was  active. 

Mr.  Ham£cy.  I  meaB,  the  {fiends  of  th^e  two  had  such  a-  contest 
that  it  left  great  bitterness  after  the  content  was  over,  did  it  not  i 

Mr.  Dbne^k.  I  do  not  know  as  to  that  Thera  were  some  disap- 
pointments. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Did  not  Mr-  Healy,  while  acting  as  State's  attorney, 
ge  be£or«  Judge  Ohytraus  in  the  criminal  court  and  ask  him  to  have 
a  special  State's  attorney  appointed  for  the  purpose  of  proaacuting 
men  who  were  chareed  with  violating  the  primary  law. at  the  pri- 
mary between  Mr.  John  E.  W.  Weyraau  and  Me,  John  J.  Healy  for 
State's  attorney  ? 

Mr.  Deneem-  I  do  not  recollect  it  clearly  enough  to  state  defi- 
nitely. My  iffipFsssion  was  that  some  member  of  the  l»r>Aesocia- 
tion  committee  did  it.  Possibly  Mr.  Loesch  did  it;  but  I  do  not 
recall.  It  may.  have  been,  Mr.  Haaiy  will  know.  He  Ioidwb  all 
atxHtt  it. 

Mp-  Hawecy.  Ag  a  result  of  that.  Judge  Ghjitwius  did  i^j^winl 
Mr.  Frank  G.  Loesch  a  special  State's  attorney  to  prosecute  certain 
people  active  in  that  primacy  between  Mr.  Weyman  and  Mc.  Healy? 

Mr.  I^NiiEN.  That  is  my  general  recolleutLon. 

Mr.  HANEcr.  And  then  the  question  was  raisad  by  Mr.  WeVQian. 
after  Mr.  Weyman  went  into  (^ce,  as  to. whether  that  special  State's 
attorney  had  any  rights  as  a  prosecuting  attorney  in  thoaei  op  any 
other  cases  after  Mr.  Weyman  had  qualified  and  taken  poeaessloD  nf 
the  office} 

Mr.  Dbhebm.  I  have  a  general  recollection  about  that.  I  think 
it  is  about  as  you  state:  but  I  am  not  clear  about  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Yes;  one  of  the  judges  in  Cook  County  held  that 
Mr.  Loesch  had  a  right  to  hold  office  after  Mr.  Weyman  came  into 
office;  and  that  Mr.  Loesch,  and  he  only,  had  the  ri^t  to  carry  on 
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the  prosecution  of  those  election  cases  growing  oiit  of  the  ppimarv 
between  Mr.  Wevman  and  Mr.  Healv! 

Mr.  Dekeen.  And  in  which  Mr.  AVe'iiuan  was  ohar^'d  wit!i  hav- 
ing been  nominated  fraii<hi!eiulv  and  elected  fraiiduientlv. 

Sir.  Haneci-.  Yes. 

Mr.  Drneen.  I  recollect  that  there  was  something  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  is  the  fact ;  is  it  not  t 

Mr.  Deneen,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  or  not — it  is  easily  verified — 
I  say,  that  is  my  general  impre^ion.  I  did  not  follow  his  contest 
closely.    I  had  one  of  my  own. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  there  was  a  special  grand  jarv  called  by  Mr, 
Loesch— the  special  States  attorney  appointed  in  that  way — and  a 
great  many  indictments  were  found  agam-^t  different  parties  in  Co4^ 
County,  growing  out  of  thfir  activitie,s  in  the  primary  between  Mr, 
Heaiy  and  Mr,  Weyman* 

Mr,  Deseen,  If  I  recollett  correctly,  several  hundred  were  in- 
dicted. 

Mr.  Hanecv.  There  were  a  number  of  hundred  indictments? 

Mr,  Deneen,  That  is  a  vagiie  recoUectitMi,  but  I  think  it  i^  correct 

Mr,  Hasect.  And  amtmg  those  was  Al>e  Harris,  the  clerk  of  the 
criminal  court  of  Cook  County  ? 

Mr.  Dekeen.  I  have  forgotten.     I  think  he  was  one  of  them. 

Hr.  Hanbct.  Abe  Harris  was  a  very  close  political  friend  of  Sena- 
tor Lorimer's,  was  he  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes:  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  Mr.  Hermann,  a  nephew  of  Christopher  Ma- 
mer,  former  clerk  of  the  supreme  court,  was  al.-o  indicted,  was  he  not? 

Mr.  Dekeen.  I  am  not  sure  as  to  that.  I  take  your  statement 
about  it. 

Mr.  Hakecy.  And  every  indictment  that  was  foimd  was  against 
some  friend  of  Senator  Ijorimer's.  and  somebody  who  had  beea 
actively  for  Mr.  Weyman  and  against  Mr.  Healy  at  that  primary, 
was  it  not? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  can  not  recall  hut  those  two  men  who  were  indicted. 
You  may  know  others. 

Mr.  H.*NECY.  You  do  not  recall  any  of  the  severa'  hundred  who 
were  indicted  who  were  not  opposed  to  Mr.  Healy's  nomination  at 
thone  primaries  and  were  not  friends  of  Senator  Lorimer's? 

Mr.  Dbneen.  I  do  not  recall  any  of  their  names  at  all  and  do  not 
linow  their  affiliations.  They  came  from  a  section  of  the  town  where 
it  was  claimed  that  the  election  and  the  primary  had  been  fraudu> 
lently  conducted. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Yea;  and  those  prosecutions  went  on  very  vigorously 
by  Mr.  Doesch  against  the  parties  indicted,  did  they  not^ 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  about  that.  The  cases  went  to  the 
nipreme  court.  The  supreme  court  declared  the  law  unconstitutional, 
an<i  thev  all  escaped  trial,  as  I  understand  it. 

Mr.  ftANEcr.  The  supreme  court  knocked  out  the  whole  proceed- 
ings and  defeated  all 

Mr.  Dekeen.  No;  they  declared  the  primary  law  unconstitutional, 
and  they  were  found  innocent  because  the  primary  law  was  not  con- 
stitutional.    They  had  endeavored  to  violate  the  law,  but  it  sc 
that  they  had  not  taken  advice  in  proper  time  and  did  not  kr 
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was  unconstitutional  until  they  were  really  innocent.    Some  of  them 
had  a  different  view  of  it  before. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  Who  had  not  taken  advice? 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  is  just  a  general  comment  on  it.  The  case  was 
settled  purely  on  the  question  whether  the  law  was  constitutional 
which  tney  were  charged  witli  having  violated,  an  I  understand  it. 
■  and  there  were  no  trials  had  except  the  first  one,  which  was  to  test 
that  point. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  You  were  g«)vernor  at  the  time  and  signed  that  bill? 

Mr,  Deneen.  Oh,  yes;  I  signed  the  unconstitutional  oill. 

Mr.  HANEcr.  Do  you  mean  that  you  did  not  take  proper  advice  as 
to  the  validity  of  the  bill? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  took  the  advice  of  the  official  that  the  statute  says 
is  my  legal  adviser — the  attorney  general.  I  thought  it  was  consti- 
tutional until  the  court  declared  it  to  be  unconstitutional. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  There  wss  a  very  vigorous  contest  in  Cook  County 
before  the  courts  there  on  the  question  of  the  right  of  that  special 
prosecutor  appointed  by  Judge  Chytraus  to  carry  on  those  prosecu- 
tions in  any  event,  without  regard  to  the  constitutionality  of  the 
law;  and  after  a  number  of  indictments  were  found  and  a  great 
many  thousands  of  dollars  expended,  the  proceedings  were  all  staved 
imtil  the  supreme  court  could  finally  decide  the  matter,  were  they 
not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  have  just  a  general  recollection  that  they  made  a 
test  case.  They  did  not  care  about  trying  case  after  case  that  in- 
volved a  great  length  of  time  and  great  expense.  A  case  was  tried ; 
evidently  the  issue  was  adverse  to  the  defendant  or  the  case  could  not 
have  gotten  into  the  supreme  court.  It  went  to  the  supreme  court, 
and  the  law  was  declared  unconstitutional  and  the  cases  were 
dropped,  and  that  ended  it  As  to  the  decision  in  the  case,  I  do  not 
know ;  I  have  forgotten  it,  I  do  not  know  whether  I  ever  read  it  or 
not 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  have  always  favored  direct  primaries,  have  you 
not,  since  you  have  been  governor? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  have  been  advocating  direct  primaries;  yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  More  vigorously  than  probablv  any  other  man  in 
Illinois* 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  do  not  know.  Before  they  were  passed  nobody 
cared  to  take  the  burden  of  making  the  campaign;  and  after  they 
were  passed  credit  was  claimed  for  them  until  they  were  declare 
unconstitutional;  and  then  the  odium  of  it  was  put  on  me.  I  do  not. 
know  how  it  has  worked  out.     I  have  been  through  all  those  stages, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  got  the  credit? 

Mr.  Deneen.  And  the  odium,  both.  I  got  the  credit  for  the  laws 
when  they  went  on  the  books,  and  the  odium  when  they  were  de- 
clared unconstitutional ;  and  it  balanced  up. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  There  are  certain  laws  of  compensation. 

Mr.  Deneen,  That  was  one  of  them. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  You  made  your  campaigns  on  that  as  a  principal 
issue,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  One  of  them. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  But  you  did  not  let  your  principles  in  favor  of  the 
direct  primary  interfere  with  your  contest  for  governor  before  the 
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legislature,  or  with  you  and  your  friends  postponing  the  election  of 
Senator  Hopkins  until  after  your  contest  was  disposed  of,  did  yout 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  have  given  the  information  as  I  recollect  it.  Your 
question  is  purely  one  asking  for  a  conclusion,  and  I  assume  it  will 
be  repeated  in  a  speech.     The  other  lawyer  can  answer  you  then, 

Mr.  Hanect,  By  whom  ? 

Mr.  DEseEN.  T  assume  the  lawyer  will  answer  it.  It  is  a  con- 
clusion from  the  testimony. 

Mr.  Haneoy.  I  did  not  know  whether  there  would  be  any  speech 
or  not,  and  I  thought  I  might  get  some  information  from  you  on  the 
subject. 

Mr.  Deneen.  If  you  care  to  have  me  make  an  address  at  the  proper 
time,  I  think  I  shall  be  glad  to  do  it. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Govei-nor,  do  you  know  J.  W.  Ford,  or  J.  W, 
Ford,  jr.  ? 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  do  not  recall  the  man  to  whom  yon  refer.  If  you 
will  place  him,  tell  me  where  he  lives,  I  will  tell  you, 

Mr.  Hanect.  Do  you  know  D,  D.  Brownback  ? 

Mr,  Deneen.  Yes;  I  know  him. 

Mr.  Hanect,  A  member  of  the  l^islature  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  know  him,  yes;  and  I  think  I  know  the  Ford  to 
whom  you  refer.    He  is  a  gentleman  who  lives  in  Vandalia,  I  think. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Yes, 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  that  is  the  gentleman  you  refer  to. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  Did  you  talk  with  Representative  Brownback  about 
defeating  Speaker  ShurtletF  for  speaker? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  discussed  with  Mr.  Brownback  the  question  of  go- 
ing in  the  caucus  and  determining  there  the  choice  of  the  Republic- 
ans and  abiding  by  it  and  selecting  their  choice  as  speaker. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Did  you  talk  with  Representative  Brownback  about 
that  in  the  presence  of  J.  W.  Ford,  jr.! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  he  was  present  there  once,  and  the  matter 
was  called  to  my  attention  afterwards,  as  I  recollect  it. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Did  you  tell  Representative  D,  D.  Brownback,  in  the 
presence  of  J.  W.  Ford,  jr.,  that  you  would  defeat  Shurtleff  even  if 
it  were  necessary  to  use  all  the  patronage  of  your  office  to  do  it? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Did  you  tell  him  that  in  substance? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Or  anything  like  it? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No,  sir.  I  desire  to  make  an  explanation,  as  I  am  not 
likely  to  come  back. 

Senator  Gamble.  What  was  the  date  of  that  conversation? 

Mr,  Hanect.  \Vhaf  was  the  date? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  I  do  not  remember  the  date.  Those  two  gentle- 
men and  a  Mr.  Havner 

.Mr.  Hanect.  fliien  was  it.  Governor,  with  reference  to  the  date  of 
the  election  of  Speaker  Shurtleff? 

Mr.  Dbneen,  It  must  have  been  before,  but  I  do  not  recall  how 
long.  It  must  have  been  succeeding  the  general  election  and  preced- 
ing his  election  as  speaker.  I  do  not  know  just  when  it  was.  I  sup- 
pose it  must  have  been  in  December  or  November. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  November  or  December,  1908  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  could  not  have  been  at  any  other  time;  yes. 


ogle 


1306  SENATOR  FBOM   ILLJMOIS. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  tlie  forty-sixth  general  assembly  was  organized 
the  6th  of  January? 

Mr.  Dbneen.  The  6th  of  January,  1909. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  What  explanation  did  you  want  to  make,  Governor? 

Mr,  Deneek,  This  Mr,  Ford  made  that  charge,  and  wanted  rae  to 
make  some  appointments  in  his  district.  He  insisted  that  that  was 
so,  and  I  insisted  that  it  was  not  so,  in  his  case  or  a^  case.  He  said 
that  a  man  named  Mr.  Hayner  corroborated  him.  I  told  him  to  go 
and  see  Mr,  Hayner,  and  if  he  did  to  come  back  to  me,  or  those  men, 
with  Mr,  Hayner.  He  did  not  come  back.  On  the  contrary,  he  went 
to  see  Mr.  Hayner 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Who  was  it  you  told  that  to! 

Mr.  Denebn.  I  told  that  to  him  and  to  Mr.  Brownback. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  To  whom  did  you  tell  it — to  Ford  or  to  Brownback! 

Mr.  Denben.  To  Ford,     I  think  they  were  together. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  is  what  I  want  to  know. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  so;  I  am  not  sure, 

Mr.  Hanect.  When  was  that  conversation? 

Mr.  Denben.  I  do  not  recall  just  when  it  was;  but  it  was  there, 
about  that  time. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Was  it  before  Shurtleff  was  elected  speaker,  or  after- 
wards— this  last   conversation? 

Mr.  Denben.  Let  me  see.  I  think  it  was  afterwards.  This  is  the 
Btory :  This  man  claimed  to  me  that  I  promised  to  appoint  Mr.  Ford 
as  a  commissioner  in  the  event  that  Mr.  Brownback  would  go  in  the 
Eepublican  caucus  and  abide  by  it.    I  disputed  and  denied  any  such 

Sromise.  He  claimed  that  it  was  made  in  the  presence  of  Mr. 
[ayner,  who  lived  in  his  senatorial  district.  I  told  him  to  go  and 
see  Mr.  Hayner — that  I  would  not  commnnicate  with  him — and  if 
Mr.  Hayner  got  any  such  possible  understanding,  I  would  appoint 
him,  although  I  never  had  made  such  a  promise ;  but  that  I  cQd  not 
want  him  to  be  deceived.  He  went  to  Mr.  Hayner.  It  was  a  mis- 
understanding, or  he  purposely  misrepresented  the  matter. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  "Wben  was  that,  Governor? 

Mr.  Denhen.  That  was  after  Mr.  Shurtloff  was  elected,  but  I  do 
not  know  when. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  About  how  long  after? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  I  can  not  tell. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Approximately? 

Mr.  Deneen,  If  I  can  not  tell,  I  can  not  say  approximately. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  could  not  tell  the  month,  could  you? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Representative  D.  D.  Brownback  was  a  member  of 
the  Band  of  Hope,  was  he  not? 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  think  he  went  into  the  first  caucus  and  out  of  the 
last  one.     I  think  so ;  I  am  not  sure. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  He  voted  for  Mr.  King  for  speaker,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  think  so.  He  represented  Mr.  McKinley  down 
there  as  candidate  for  Senator. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  you  tell  Representative  D.  D.  Brownback,  in  the 
presence  of  J.  W.  Ford,  jr.,  that  if  he  (Brownback)  would  help  you 
to  defeat  Shurtleff  jou  would  appoint  J.  W.  Ford,  jr.,  commissioner 
of  the  southern  penitentiary  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  did  not. 
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Mr.  Hanbct.  Did  you  teU  him  that  in  substance? 

Mr.  Deneen.  \ot  in  substance. 

Mr.  Haneot,  Or  anything  like  it? 

Mr.  Dbneen.  Nor  anything  Hke  it. 

Mr,  Hamect,  Or  anything  from  which  that  could  be  fairly  in- 
ferred? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Nor  anything  from  which  it  could  be  fairly  inferred- 

Mr.  Hanect,  Did  you  tell  D.  D.  Brownback,  in  the  presence  of 
J.  W.  Ford,  jr.,  that  you  would  defeat  Shurtleff  even  if  it  was  neces- 
sary to  use  all  the  patronage  of  your  office,  or  anything  from  which 
that  could  be  fairly  inferred  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  did  not  make  any  such  statement. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Nor  any  statement  from  which  that  could  be  fairly 
inferred? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Fairly  inferred,  or  inferred  at  all  by  any  man  who 
onderstood  the  English  language. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  knew  Representatiye  Charles  Durfee,  did  you 
not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  I  knew  him. 

Mr.  Hakect.  Was  he  a  member  of  the  "  Band  of  Hope?  " 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  he  belonged  to  that  fscti<Hi. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  he  was  a  member  of  the  forty-sixth  general 
assembly  ? 

Mr.  Dbnebn.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  He  came  from  Golconda,  111.? 

Mr.  Dbhebn.  Pope  County;  I  think  it  is  Golconda. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Did  you  tell  Representative  Charles  Durfee  that  if 
he  voted  for  Lorimer  for  Senator  it  would  make  no  difference  in 
your  friendship  for  him;  that  you  and  Lorimer  were  friends,  and 
liorimer  would  eventually  be  elected;  that  owing  to  your  efforts  in 
support  of  the  direct  primary  law  you  would  have  to  be  for  Hop- 
kins? 

Mr.  Dbneen.  I  do  not  recall  any  such  conversation  whatever. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Did  you  tell  him  that,  or  anything  like  it,  or  any- 
thing from  which  that  could  be  fairly  inferred  t 

t/S.  Deneen.  I  have  no  recollection  of  making  that  statement 
at  all. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Would  you  say  that  you  did  not  make  that  state- 
ment? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  would,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection. 

Mr.  Hanect.  But  you  would  not  state  positively  that  you  did  not 
bfive  such  a  conversation? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  assume  that  if  a  man  would  come  to  me  and  make 
the  statement  that  he  was  going  to  vote  for  Mr.  Lorimer  or  any- 
body else,  and  he  asked  me  our  relations,  I  would  not  insist  on  hav- 
ing a  fight  on  him.  I  would  likely  tell  him  that  he  would  have  to 
determine  that  himself^  that  I  would  determine  my  course,  and  he 
his.  I  would  not  reprimand  him  and  lecture  him  for  it  if  he  had 
made  up  his  mind.  I  would  treat  him  courteously.  But  I  do  not 
recollect  having  talked  with  Mr.  Durfee  in  that  way. 

Mr,  Hanect.  What  I  want  to  know,  Governor,  is,  and  I  should 
like  to  have  you  inform  this  honorable  committee,  whether  your 
memory  is  aucn  now,  or  the  state  of  your  mind  is  such,  that  it  goes 
back  to  that  time,  or  to  anything  that  would  enlighten  you  as  to  what 
took  place  at  that  time 
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Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  that. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Wait  a  minute — so  that  you  can  say  now  that  you 
did  not  have  such  a  conversation  with  Charles  Durfee? 

Mr.  Deneen.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  I  did  not. 

Mr,  Hanecy,  What  is  the  state  of  your  mind?  Does  it  go  back,  or 
is  that  simply  your  answer? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  state  of  my  mind  is  this:  I  conferred  with  a 
very  large  number  of  men  and  a  number  of  members  of  the  legisla- 
ture. If  a.  man  would  talk  with  me  about  the  matter  I  would  fell 
him,  of  course,  that  I  would  not  quarrel  with  him  because  he  differed 
from  me  in  political  opinions.  But  I  do  not  recall  that  Mr.  Durfee 
and  I  discussed  that  phase  of  the  matter.  That  is  the  impression  I 
meant  to  convey  and  the  force  of  my  testimony.  My  best  judgmoit 
is  that  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  would  not  want  to  say  here  now  that  your  mem- 
ory is  sufficiently  clear  or  strong  upon  any  part  of  that  conversa- 
tion so  that  you  would  now  say  that  it  did  not  take  place  in  that  way? 

Mr,  Deneen.  My  rec<Jlection  that  I  did  not  have  a  conversation  of 
that  kind  is  due  to  some  other  conversations  I  had  with  him.  That 
is  why  I  say  what  I  do.  Otherwise  I  would  not  say.  But  I  had  some 
other  conversations  with  him,  and  this  did  not  seem  to  be  in  harmony 
with  my  recollection  of  our  conversations.    That  is  why  I  stated  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Representative  Charles  Durfee  had  hieen  voting  for 
Senator  Hopkins  right  along,  had  he  not,  right  down  through  the 
session  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  is  my  best  judgment,  although  I  do  not  know 
that  he  voted  for  Senator  Hopkins  every  time;  but  I  think  be  was 
classed  as  a  man  who  would  vote  for  him  on  any  vital  vote, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Yes;  and  he  was  one  of  the  Band  of  Hope? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  one  of  the  Band  of  Hope  and  had  been  one 
of  the  candidates  for  speaker,  as  I  recall  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  He  was  one  of  the  10  that  you  mentioned  who  went 
into  the  caucus  and  finally  voted  for  King  for  speaker? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  he  was  one  of  the  candidates. 

Mr.  Hakbcy.  There  is  no  doubt  about  that, 

Mr,  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  you  read  Senator  Hopkins's  testimony  in  rela- 
tion to  Charles  Durfee  ? 

Mr,  Deneen,  No,  I  began  reading  it,  and  only  got  as  far  as  five 
or  six  pages,  and  then  I  was  interrupted  and  have  n<^  taken  it  up 
since,  I  read  Gov,  Yates's  testimony  and  started  to  read  Senator 
Hopkins's  testimony,  but  I  have  been  busy  here  since. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  Did  you  read  that  part  of  Senator  Hopkins's  testi- 
mony which  related  to  Charles  Durfee  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  So;  I  did  not  read  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Charles  Durfee  did  vote  for  Senator  Lorimer  on 
the  last  ballot,  did  he  not? 

Mr,  Deneen,  Yes. 

Mr.  Hakecy,  He  never  voted  for  Senator  Lorimer  before  that 
time,  did  he? 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  you  suggest  to  Representative  Charles  Durfee 
(hat  if  the  legislature  adjourned  with  the  deadlock  unbroken,  Lori- 
mer could  go  before  the  people  and  make  himself  better  known  in 
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the  state,  that  you  would  call  an  extra  session  in  the  fall,  and  that 
Lorimer  could  be  elected  without  the  same  degree  of  feeling  tliat 
might  exist  if  he  were  elected  now  ? 

Mr.  Deneen,  Not  that  conversation,  I  will  say  "  no  "  to  that,  and 
then  explain. 

Mr.  Hanect.  IMa  you  sa_y  that  at  any  timel 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  say  I  will  say  "  no "  to  it  and  then  explain.  X 
recollect  a  conversation  with  M^r.  Durfee  in  regard  to  this  niatter 
that  I  thinli  occurred  shortly  before  Mr,  Lorimer  was  elected — 
likely  the  day  before  or  that  morning— in  which  he  said  that  he 
Avoufd  favor  Mr.  Lorimer's  candidacy.  I  urged  him  not  to  do  so. 
He  spoke  to  me  about  the  liopele^sntis^  of  electing  Senator  Hopkins, 
and  the  hopelessness  of  reaching  a  result;  that  it  was  time  to  go 
home  and  the  legislator^  ought  lo  act.  I  suggested  then  that  they 
refrain  from  electing  a  man;  that  I  would  likely  have  to  call  an  extra 
session  on  the  waterway  measure  in  the  fall;  in  the  meantime  Sena- 
tor Hopkins  and  Senator  Lorimer  and  others  who  were  candidates 
could  make  a  campaign,  and  the  party  could  get  in  a  position  to 
settle  its  difficulties  ana  agiee  upon  a  Senator.  That  I  urged  him  to 
do,  and  not  to  vote  for  Mr,  Lorimer,  but  to  wait  until  the  fall, 

I  said  then  that  Senator  Lorimer  could  go  out,  and  Senator  Hop- 
kins, and  McKinley,  and  others  who  want^  to  go,  and  make  a  cam- 
paign, and  that  we  would  have  to  arrive  at  some  method  by  which 
the  party  could  focus  its  forces  and  get  results.  Some  question  arose 
as  to  whether  I  should  appoint  him.  I  said;  "There  is  a  general 
fear  that  I  will  appoint  a  man  if  the  general  as-sembly  adjourns.  The 
law  is,  as  I  understand,  that  if  the  senatorship  becomes  vacant  dur- 
ing the  session,  the  governor  can  not  appoint."  I  said  "There  is 
nothing  in  such  a  contention.  I  do  not  want  to  appoint  the  Senator, 
and  there  is  no  fear  of  if  if  I  did;  I  could  not,"  I  spoke  of  a  recess, 
I  think,  instead  of  an  adjournment. 

Mr.  Hanecv.  Then  y<iu  did  not  discuss  with  Representative 
Charles  Durfee  the  question  of  whether  or  not  you  would  appoint 
Senator  Lorimer  as  United  States  Senator  if  the  legislature  did  not 
elect? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No:  not  at  all.  Judge,  Tou  have  interpolated  "  Sen- 
ator Lorimer."  I  said  "a  Senator" — a  United  States  Senator.  I 
discussed  that  with  him. 

Mr,  Hanecv.  Was  Senator  Lorimer's  name  mentioned  in  that 
talk? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  was  mentioned  as  one  of  the  candidates  who 
could  present  his  views  to  the  people. 

Mr,  IIanecy.  Did  Representative  Durfee  ask  you  if  you  would  ap- 
point him  if  there  was   a  vacancy  and  you  had  the  right? 

Mr,  Dekeen,  I  do  not  recall  that  Representative  Durfee,  or  any- 
body else,  ever  discussed  that  matter  with  me, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Would  you  say  that  you  did  not  say  that  to  Repro- 
Aentalivo  Durfee? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  would  say  that  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  you  did  not  sav  that  you  would  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  would  say  that  I  clid  not,  sir, 

Mr.  Hanect.  Did  you  tell  Representative  Durfee  that  Mr,  Lori- 
mer would  be  elected  United  States  Senator,  and  that  his  election 
would  be  satisfactory  to  you  ? 
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Mr.  Deseen.  I  do  not  recall  any  such  conversation.  As  to  the 
latter  part,  I  will  say  "no."  As  to  the  first,  if  I  talked  with  him 
the  morning  of  the  election,  I  likely  told  him  he  was  to  be  elected — 
I  thought  he  was.  If  I  talked  to  him  the  day  preceding,  my  judg- 
ment is  that  I  told  him  he  could  not  be  elected^  I  made  up  my  mind 
on  the  morning  of  the  day  he  was  elected  that  he  would  be  elected. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  made  up  your  mind  on  the  early  morning  of 
the  26th  of  May,  1009,  that  Senator  Lorimer  would  be  elected  United 
States  Senator  at  that  session,  after  you  had  talked  with  Congress- 
man Pleasant  Chapman,  United  States  Marshal  C.  P.  Hitch,  and  a 
number  of  others,  did  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes.  Congressman  Chapman  told  me,  if  I  recol- 
lect it  correctly,  that  he  had  talked  with  either  Mr.  Tippitt  or  Mr. 
Espey,  who  were  prominent  Democrats,  and  the  information  had 
been  conveyed  to  him  that  practically  the  entire  Democratic  vote 
was  to  be  cast  for  Senator  Lorimer.  Then  he  said,  "Of  course  that 
will  end  it;"  and  I  assumed  it  would. 

Mr,  Hanbcy.  Did  you  say  that  Senator  Lorimer  would  be  elected 
on  the  early  morning  of  the  26th  of  May  after  you  and  Congress- 
man Pleasant  Chapman  and  United  States  Afarslial  Hitch  and 
others,  possibly,  and  yourself,  had  checked  up  the  joint  session  of 
the  house  and  senate  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  we  had  not  checked  up.  We  heard  first 
about  the  lar^  Democratic  vote  that  was  to  go  to  him.  I  think  I 
had  received  information  at  that  time,  if  I  recall  it  correctly,  that 
Col.  Thompson  was  working  tor  him. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Col.  John  R.  Thompson? 

Mr,  Deneen.  John  R,  Thompson;  and  from  my  knowledge  of  the 
forces,  I  thought  it  looked  like  they  had  got  to  an  end  of  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  You  received  information,  too,  that  Col.  Dewey 
was  working  for  him,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  did  not  at  that  time.  On  the  contrary,  I  thought — 
my  understanding  was — that  Senator  Ettelson  and  Senator  Billings 
did  not  intend  to  vote  for  the  Senator;  and,  as  I  said,  they  did  not 
vote  for  him  until  after  he  was  elected.  And  they  have  stated  since, 
as  I  understand,  that  they  did  not  intend  to  vote  for  him  unless  he 
had  been  elected. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  They  did  vote  for  Senator  Hopkins  on  the  first  roll 
call  on  the  ninety-fifth  or  last  ballot,  at  which  Senator  Lorimer  was 
elected  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  they  both  voted  for  Senator  Hopkins  and 
then  changed  to  Senator  Lorimer.  But  that  is  just  an  impression. 
I  do  not  know,     I  can  not  recall  exactly.     You  have  the  record. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Is  it  not  a  fact.  Governor,  that  you  and  Congressman 
Chapman  and  Marshal  Hitch  and  whoever  else  was  present  with  yoii 
in  the  early  morning  of  the  26th  of  May  got  the  list  of  the  member- 
ship of  the  house  and  the  senate,  the  roll  call,  and  went  over  it  care- 
fully, name  by  name,  and  checked  up  every  name  on  it,  and  then  you 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  you  say  you  did — that  Senator  Ijorimer 
would  be  elected  on  that  day? 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  may  have  occurred,  but 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  not  it  occur? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  say,  it  may  have  occurred,  but  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  know  it  may  and  it  may  not. 
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Mr.  Deneen.  Judge,  I  wos  just  stoting  that  it  may  have  occurred, 
but  I  do  not  think  so.  I  will  reverse  it;  I  will  say  I  do  not  think 
so   although  it  may  have  occurred,  if  that  makes  it  any  clearer. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  Do  you  not  know  that  it  did  occur,  and  that  you  and 
those  gentlemen  carefully  checked  up  every  name? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  say,  I  do  not  recall  it.  but  it  may  have  occurred.  I 
think  we  were  trying  to  keep  track  of  it.  I  was  trying  to  keep  in 
touch  with  the  matter  to  find  out  the  forces. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  That  is,  at  that  time  von  were  trying  to  keep  in 
touch  with  it  so  as  to  stop  it  if  you  could ) 

Mr,  Deneen,  To  try  to  stop  it.  The  fact  was  that  they  kept  com- 
ing to  me,  I  did  not  seek  out  any  of  them.  They  just  ran  to  me  to 
manage  affairs.  Senator  Hopkins'  friends  were  anfir  me  all  the  time, 
but  they  were  not  very  anxious  to  help  me  when  my  troubles  oc- 
curred. There  had  been  some  oonsideraole  ill  feeling,  but  we  over- 
looked that;  and  they  came  to  me,  and  I  assisted  where  I  could,  from 
the  standpoint  of  the  party.  I  did  not  want  a  precedent  established. 
There  was  no  feeling  against  the  Senator.  In  fact,  our  old  feeling 
had  been  restored. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  mean  Senator  Tjorimer  as  the  last  Senator  you 
referred  to) 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes.  I  did  not  feel  that  the  party  could  afford  to 
allow  a  vote  of  that  kind;  that  it  would  come  back  to  us  and  destroy 
all  party  organization,  and  we  would  all  be  held  responsible  for  it. 
That  was  all  the  reason  there  was  for  it. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  did  think,  very  early  in  the  session  of  the 
forty-sixth  general  assembly,  at  the  time  that  you  talked  with  Sena- 
tor Loriiner  about  the  election  of  Speaker  Shurtleff  by  Democratic 
votes,  when  you  suggested  to  Mr.  Lorimer  that  he,  Lorimer,  be 
elected  by  Democratic  votes — you  did  think,  then,  that  it  could  be 
done,  and  you  did  not  have  any  qualms  or  feelings  against  it,  did 
yout 

Mr.  Deneen.  Why,  yes.  I  told  him  that  if  he  had  power  to  do  it, 
he  had-better  take  it  himself;  then  he  would  have  all  the  burden 
and  odium  of  it,  and  he  represented  great  forces  there — as  he  did — 
and  Mr.  Shurtleff  did  not 

Mr.  Hanect.  When  you  suggested  to  Senator  I^orimer  that  he, 
Lorimer,  be  elected  rather  than  that  he,  Lorimer,  elect  Shurtleff  by 
Heublican  and  Democratic  voles,  did  you  in  that  same  conversation 
say  to  Senator  Lorimer  that  neither  you  nor  he  nor  the  party  could 
afford  to  have  Senator  Lorimer  elected  in  that  way ! 

Mr.  Desbbn.  Oh,  I  do  not  think  I  reprimanded  him. 

Mr,  Hanect.  Did  you  suggest  that  in  any  way  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  say,  I  do  not  recall  what  I  did.  1  simply  stated : 
"If  you  have  power  to  elect  Mr,  Shurtleff,  you  had  better  take  it 
yourself,  I  would  much  prefer  to  see  yon  senator  than  the  speaker, 
because  you  represent  more,  and  can  speak  with  authority;"  and 
the  speaker  was  not  considered  a  leader  there. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  you  suggested  that  Mr.  Lorimer  do  that? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  suggested  that  he  take  it  himself  if  he  had  the 
power  to  bestow  it  upon  Speaker  Shurtleff. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Yes;  and  you  did  that  with  all  seriousness  and 
kindliness  toward  Senator  Lorimer! 


3dbvGoOg[e 
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Mr.  Deneeh.  Why,  it  just  occurred  in  a  ruimine  conversation, 
and  it  occurred  to  me  at  that  time.  I  did  not  think  it  out  or 
reflect  upon  it.  I  really  did  not  think  the  speaker  could  be  elected 
at  that  time,  but  I  felt  this  way:  I  did  not  know  what  they  could 
do ;  I  did  not  have  knowledge  of  their  plans,  nor  was  I  asked  about 
them ;  but  I  felt  that  if  he  had  power  to  do  it,  and  if  they  were  going 
to  do  it,  I  would  much  prefer  to  see  him  Senator  than  any  of  the 
men  with  whom  he  was  associated. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Governor,  did  you  consult  with  Frank  B.  Noyes,  the 
then  publisher  and  editor  of  the  Chicago  Record-Herald,  in  Chicago? 

Mr.  Demeen.  About  what? 

Mr.  Hanbct.  About  the  senatorial  election. 

Mr.  Deneen.  We  have  talked  about  the  senatorial  election  and 
the  course  of  the  legislature  and  the  course  of  the  party.  I  knew 
him  quite  well.    We  talked  quite  often. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  Did  you  talk  with  Victor  F.  Lawson  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  not. 

Mr.  Hanecv.  The  owner  of  the  Chicago  Daily  News  and  the  Chi- 
cago Record-Herald? 

Mr.  Deneen.  To  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief,  I  bad  no 
conversation  with  Mr.  Victor  Lawson  during  the  session  of  the 
legislature,  although  I  may  have  met  him ;  hut  that  is  my  recollection. 

Mr,  Hanrcy.  Did  Mr,  Frank  B.  Xoyes  say  to  you  that  Senator 
Lorimer  was  the  only  Republican  who  could  accept  or  take  or  con- 
sistently have  the  election  to  the  office  of  I'nited  States  Senator  by 
Democratic  and  Republican  votes, 

Mr.. Deneen.  Not  in  that  way;  no. 

Jfr.  Hanecy.  Did  he  say  tliat  in  substance? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  not  that  in  substance. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  not  he  say  to  you  that  Senator  Tjorimer  had 
been  elected  repeatedly  in  a  Democratic  congressional  district  by 
increasing  majorities  each  time,  and  that  no  other  Republican  could 
be  elected  in  that  district  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  cwiversation  you  are  stating  is  one  Senator  I^ori- 
mer  said  in  his  speech  that  Mr.  Shanahan  had  with  Mr.  Noyes.  I 
think  you  are  getting  it  confused. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  My  question  is  not  to  that  effect.  The  question  I  am 
asking  vou  is 

Mr.  Deneen.  (To  the  stenographer.)  Just  read  that  question, 
please, 

{As  requested,  the  stenographer  read  aloud  the  pending  question.) 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  any  such  conversation. 

Mr,  Hanecy,  Did  you  have  that  conversation,  or  that  in  substance, 
or  anything  like  it,  with  Mr,  Frank  B.  Xoyes? 

Mr,  Deneen,  T  do  not  i-ecall  the  matter  as  you  mention  it.  I 
talked  with  him  quite  often, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  On  that  subject! 

Mr.  Deneen.  On  the  situation  at  Springfield,  both  senatorially 
and  otherwise. 

Mr.  Hanec:y,  And  the  election  of  Senator  Lorimer  by  Republican 
and  Democratic  votes? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  think  T  discussed  that  with  him,  I  do  not 
know.  It  depends  upon  when  T  met  him  as  to  whether  I  disciiFsed 
it  with  him — that  part  «f  it.  the  latter  part.  CiOO>'lc 
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Mr.  Hanecy.  You  met  Mr.  Frank  B.  Noyes  quite  frequently  dur- 
ing: that  session  of  the  legislature  and  before  Senator  Ix>riiner  was 
elected^id  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Denee>'.  I  do  not  know  how  frequently;  I  suppose  I  met 
him  probably  not  more  than  four  <;r  five  times.  I  may  have  met 
him  oftener,  and  maybe  not  that  often. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  talked  with  Frank  B,  Noyes  over  the  long-dis- 
tanpe  telephone  frequently  when  you  were  in  Springfield  and  he  was 
in  Chicago  in  relation  to  the  senatorial  question? 

Mr.  Dbkben.  1  do  not  recall  that  we  talked  over  the  long-distance 
telephone  about  the  senatorial  question.  We  have  talked,  but  very 
infrequently,  over  the  long-distance  telephone,  and  I  do  not  now 
recall  the  measures  we  talked  about. 

Mr.  Hasect,  Frank  B.  Noyes  was  very  much  opposed  to  the  elec- 
tion of  Speaker  Shurtleff  in  any  manner,  by  either  Republican  or 
Democratic  votes,  or  a  combination  of  both,  was  he  not  I 

Mr.  Dexeen.  I  think  he  was  opposed  to  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Yes,  And  Franlc  li.  Noyes  told  vou  and  others,  did 
he  not,  during  that  time,  that  if  an  effort  was  made  by  Senator  rx>ri- 
mer  or  his  friends,  or  anyone  else,  to  elect  Si)eaker  Shurtleff  United 
States  Senator,  every  vote  in  the  legislature  that  could  be  influencwi 
or  controlled  by  the  newspapers  or  their  friends  would  be  swung  to 
Senator  Hopkins,  and  Hopkins  would  be  elected? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  that  conversation. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  Did  he  ever  tell  you  that  in  substance,  or  anything 
like  it? 

Mr.  Dekben.  I  do  not  recall  it  at  all. 

Mr.  Hasecv.  Did  you  ever  talk  with  Frank  B.  Noyes  on  that  sub-- 
jwt  ? 

Mr,  Dbneen.  About  what — if  Senator  Lorimer  threw  his  votes 
to  Mr.  Shurtleff? 

Mr.  Hanect.  Yes;  on  the  effort  or  attempt  or  talk  by  Senator 
Lorimer  or  his  friends  or  anybody  else  to  elect  Speaker  Shurtleff 
United  States  Senator? 

Mr.  Dbneen.  I  do  not  recall  any  such  conversation,  and  from  my 
knowledge  of  the  conditions,  my  best  judgment  is  that  I  did  not,  be- 
cause we  had  supposed  that  the  caucus  would  settle  it.  At  least  we 
hoped  it  would,  but  it  did  not,  and  he  was  elected  the  next  day.  I 
was  at  Springfield,  very  busy  all  the  time,  and  I  do  not  see  how  it 
Ls  possible  that  I  had  any  conversation  with  him  on  any  subject  then. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  The  next  day  who  was  elected  ? 

Mr.  Denebn.  Speaker  Shurtleff, 

Mr.  Hakecy.  No;  1  am  speaking  about  the  election  of  Speaker 
Shurtleff  as  Senator. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  I  do  not  recall 

Mr.  Haneoy.  One  moment.  Will  you  not  hear  my  question  again 
and  answer  it  again?    I  will  ask  the  stenographer  to  read  it  to  you. 

(As  requested,  the  stenographer  read  as  follows :) 


leir; 

Mr.  Haheot.  Tes;  on  tbe  effort  or  attempt  or  talh  by  Senator  Lorimer  or  blB 
friends  or  an7t>od7  else  to  elect  Speaker  Shurtleff  United  Staten  Senator? 

Mr.  Denebn.  I  do  not  recall  it ;  I  do  not  recall  any  such  conyei||, 
satioc  '    o 
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Mr.  Hanect.  Did  you  ever  talk  with  Frank  B.  Noyee,  or  he  with 
you,  or  he  with  anyliody  else  in  your  presence,  when  that  conversa- 
tion or  the  substance  of  it  took  place— that  is,  that  if  Senator  Lorimer 
or  hia  friends  or  anyone  else  attempted  to  elect  Mr,  Shurtleff  United 
States  Senator,  every  vote  in  the  legislature  that  could  be  controlled 
or  influenced  by  the  newspapers  or  any  of  their  friends  would  be 
swung  to  Mr.  Hopkins,  and  Mr.  Hopkins  elected  Senator  in  that 
way! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  have  no  recollection  of  Mr.  Noyes  having  such  a 
conversation  with  me,  nor  of  his  claim  that  he  could  control  any 
votes  in  the  general  assembly  at  any  time,  on  any  subject. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  not  Frank  B.  Noyes  say  to  you  that  because  of 
Mr.  Lorimer's  deep  waterway  campaign  throughout  the  State,  which 
was  entirely  nonpolitical,  and  made  with  Democrats  as  well  as  Re- 
publicans, Mr.  Lorimer  was  the  only  Republican  who  could  con- 
sistently be  elected  by  Democratic  and  Republican  votes? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  will  answer  that  "  no,"  and  state  that  my  recollec- 
tion is  that  the  only  conversation  I  had  about  Mr.  Lorimer  with  Mr. 
Noyes  was  that  after  talking  with  Senator  Lorimer  1  discussed  the 
situation  with  Mr.  Noyes  and  with  the  committeemen  and  a  large 
number  of  others.  We  di.scussed  the  situation,  and  what  would  re- 
sult in  the  event  that  a  defensive  alliance  was  formed  up  there,  that 
I  referred  to,  regarding  primary  matters. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  All  alliance  with  whom! 

Mr.  Deneen.  With  Senator  Lorimer,  I  did  not  want  any  con- 
nection with  it  until  all  of  our  friends  understood  it.  I  do  not  speak 
for  the  party  there  at  all,  but  for  a  very  small  fraction;  and  I  would 
not  presume,  in  view  of  all  the  bitter  contests  we  had  had,  to  go  into 
it  until  I  knew  the  sentiment  of  all  of  our  friends  regarding  that 
matter — whether  or  not  they  would  approve  of  it  and  tavor  it  and 
support  such  a  thing, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  refer  to  an  alliance  between  you  and  Senator 
liOrimer  ? 

Mr.  Dexeen,  a  defensive  alliance,  and  to  go  no  further;  and  that 
is  why  we  explicitly  refrained  from  going  further. 

(The  committee  thereupim  took  a  recess  until  2  o'clock  p.  m.) 

ACTEH   BECBSa. 

The  hearing' was  resumed  at  2  o'clock  p.  m. 

TESHUOITY  OF  CHARLES  S.  SEHEEN— Kesnmed. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Governor,  you  said  on  your  direct  examination  on 
the  first  day  that: 

Mr.  Hlnex  mlled  me  i)|i  aiit]  nske<1  ni«  whether  I  bad  received  a  message 
from  the  rresfdenf — President  Taft — In  reference  to  Senator  lorimer.  He 
stated  that  President  Taft  bad  sent  s  message  to  me  to  support  Senator  Lorimer 
and  uRked  me  !f  I  had  received  the  uiesKaEe.  aud  I  told  b[m  no.  He  said, 
"  Well,  rrcBliienC  Taft  has  Rent  the  niessttge,  and  1  Intended  to  come  down 
myflelf,"  efe. 


You  remember  that  part  of  your  testimony? 
Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 


Dirizsdtv  Google 
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Mr.  Haneci',  And  you  did  have  such  a  talk  with  Mr.  Hines  about 
10  o'clock,  I  think  you  said,  on  the  morning  of  the  26th  of  May? 

Mr.  Deneex.  It  was  after  I  had  disposed  of  my  mail,  1  should 
judge  about  10  o'clock  or  after.    After  that,  I  should  judge. 

Mr.  IIanecy.  Do  you  know  C.  S.  Raymond,  oi  the  Chicago 
Tribune! 

Mr,  Deneen.  Clifford  Raymond! 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Yes. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  The  correspondent  of  the  Chicago  Tribune  ai 
Springfield  ? 

Mr.  Dbnebn.  Yes;  I  know  him. 

Mr.  Hanecv.  And  he  was  there  during  the  sessions  of  the  forty- 
sixth  general  assembly ! 

Mr.  Denebn.  He  was. 

Mr.  Hanrcy.  Do  you  take  the  Chicago  Tribune,  and  did  you  dur- 
ing that  time,  Governor! 

Mr.  Den£En.  I  do. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  Regularly! 

Mr.  Dbn£en.  I  take  it;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  you  read  it  regularly  or  occasionally! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  I  take  nine  daily  Chicago  papers  and  three 
daily  St.  Louis  papers  and  four  Springfield  dai^  papers,  and  spend 
about  20  minutes  a  day  in  all.    That  is  about  the  way  I  read  them. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  the  rest  of  the  time  somebody  else  reads  them 
for  you  and  gives  you  the  substance  of  what  they  contain! 

Au*.  Deneen.  Yes;  they  keep  them  and  save  them  for  me,  and  I 
sever  have  time  to  look  at  them.    They  are  piled  up  in  my  office. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Let  me  call  your  attention  to  an  article  in  the  Chi- 
ca^  Tribune  of  Thursday,  May  27,  1909,  which  commences  on  the 
fourth  column  of  the  front  page  of  that  issue.  I  call  your  attention 
to  the  end  of  the  article,  on  the  fifth  column  of  the  front  page,  just 
below  the  center  of  the  column,  and  I  read  from  that  article. 

Sraiator  Gamble.  Is  that  supposed  to  come  from  Springfield! 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Yes,  Mr.  Senator.  The  article  is  headed  "By 
C.  S.  R.,  Springfield,  111."  That  "  C.  S.  R."  stands  for  Shepard 
KsTmond. 

Senator  Gamble.  And  the  date  of  the  communication  is  the  26th ! 

Mr.  Hanecy.  May  27,  the  day  after  the  election  of  Senator  Lori- 
tner  as  United  States  Senator. 

Senator  Gamble.  That  is,  the  paper  is  dated  the  27th!  And  is  the 
article  dated  the  same  date? 

Mr.  Hanecy.  The  article  is  dated  May  26. 

Senator  Qambue.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  From  Springfield,  and  "  C.  S.  R."  is  C.  S.  Raymond, 
Gro vemor,  is  it  not ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  had  understood  that  he  signed  his  articles  "C. 
S.  B." 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  I  read  as  follows  from  the  fifth  column : 
In  anr  other  man  tban  Lorlmer  It  migbt  have  atfected  bis  standing  In  Wneh- 
tngton.     It  even  might  liave  affected  him.  and  It  may  jet,  but  It  Is  the  general 
opinion  that  Irfirlmer  will  live  down  his  credentials. 

The  returns  in  his  case  may  not  be  scrutinized  with  the  hostility  with  which 
those  of  any  other  Senator,  landed  In  the  United  States  Senate  Intwied  a  Re- 
pablican,  bnt  sent  there  by  Democratic  votes,  would  have  been  looked  at. 
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Lorlmer  rests  easy  on  this  score.  He  Is  not  asbamed  of  bis  "constituency." 
and  told  tlie  legislature  as  much  after  lie  bad  been  declared  elected.  He  iiinlii< 
tains  that  ht'.  Is  n  Rn|>iibUrau.  lie  liojics  llim  tlic  DeniOLTata  will  find  nothing  to 
regret  In  tlielr  action.  He  truste  that  the  Republicans  who  did  not  And  It 
possible  to  vote'^or  him  neverthelees  will  consider  bim  as  a  Republican  Sen- 
ator and  will  understand  that  he  appreciates  the  reasons  why  they  wei«  oiMbki 
to  support  bim. 

Thl^  and  his  intoitlon  to  support  ttie  Republican  national  platform  In  regard 
to  tariff  rertslon  were  announced  twice,  once  In  the  speech  which  he  made  to 
the  Joint  assembly  after  hla  election  und  again  to-night  In  a  formal  statement. 

The  Senator-elect  has  not  decided  whether  he  will  qualify  Immediately  In 
the  Senate  or  whether  be  will  remain  in  the  National  House  of  Representa- 

"  1  will  go  where  I  can  do  the  most  good,"  be  said.  "  If  It  seems  that  by 
reniulning  in  the  House  1  can  nccowplleb  more  than  I  can  by  going  to  the 
Sennte  at  this  time.  I  shall  remain  in  the  House.     That  ts  yet  to  be  decided." 

Id  hiB  formal  stiitenieut  he  said  that  be  would  be  gulde^l  In  bis  actions  on 
the  tariff  by  the  wishes  of  President  Taft. 


Strong  recommendations  from  the  national  administration  are  said  to  have 
been  given  to  the  Senator-elect  Mr.  Lorlmer  refused  to  discuss  them  or  to 
admit  that  be  bad  received  them,  but  It  Is  said  that  a  telegram  was  sent  bim 
by  President  Taft  and  that  It  was  supplemented  by  a  telephone  message  from 
Waeblugton. 

In  the  telegrnm  Ur.  Taft  ts  saM  to  have  declared  that  Lorlmer  was  entirely 
acceptable  if  they  would  Just  "  send  him  along  quickly." 

l^is  telegram  was  sent  that  it  might  be  used  to  Influence  certain  H^ab- 
Ilcans,  prlncliially  Gov.  Deneen,  and  It  was  used  for  that  purpose.  Although 
its  contents  und  its  or'gln  are  not  e;tpln1ned  by  any  one  in  authority  to  know 
what  wae  the  purpose  or  the  purport  of  the  message,  the  fact  that  it  was  em- 
ployed to  secure  Republican  votes  and  Republican  anpiiort  for  the  congreas- 
man  is  beyond  doubt. 

You  read  that  or  hcRrd  of  it  or  knew  of  it,  Governor,  did  you  not! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Just  now,    I  do  not  recall  any  other  time. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  that  undoubtedly  referred  the  telegr&m,  and  so 
forth,  and  the  telephone  message  to  the  one  that  Mr.  Hines  said  that 
he  sent,  or  had  sent,  frt»n  Washington,  and  the  tdephone  talk  that 
he  had  with  you  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  would  say  no,  because  I  saw  no  t«l^;rani  and  never 
heard  that  such  a  telegram  was  sent;  and  the  telephone  mesaage  to 
me  was  not  repeated  by  me,  so  that  Mr.  RaynMmd  could  not  nave 
known  it ;  so  that  it  could  not  have  referred  to  any  of  those  matters. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Suppose  he  heard  it  from  the  Wasningtoo  end  of  the 
line? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Your  question  and  the  quotation  said  that  I  saw  the 
telegram.     That  is  why  I  answered  no.     I  saw  no  such  telegram. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  was  not  within  quotation  marks. 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  was  a  long  affair,  and 

Mr.  Hanecy,  It  is  the  language  of  the  Chicago  Tribune. 

Mr.  Deneen.  What  do  you  want  me  to  reply  to!  What  is  the 
purpose  of  your  question! 

Mr.  Hanecy.  The  purpose  is  that  the  language  of  the  telephone- 
message  there  referral  to  or  mentioned  was  undoubtedly  the  tele- 
phone talk  Iretween  you  and  Mr.  Hines! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  to  which  he  referred.  Certainly  not 
to  a  telegram ;  and  if  he  knew  of  the  telephone  message,  it  must  have 
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been  revealed  to  him  by  somebody  else:  and  it  may  have  been,  so  far 
as  I  know.    I  do  not  laiow  anything  atiout  it. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  know  Mr.  John  Callan  O'Laughlin,  the  Wash- 
ington correspondent  of  the  Chicago  Tribune  now  and  then,  and 
First  Assistant  Secretary  of  State  under  the  second  administration 
or  second  term  of  Theodore  Roosevelt,  do  you  not  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  know  him ;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  he  was  in  that  position— that  is,  he  was  Wash- 
ington correspondent  for  the  Chicago  Tribune  then  and  now? 

Mr.  Deneen.  1  think  he  was  then  and  is  now. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  he  sometimes  sends  out  from  Washington  ac- 
curate information  to  his  paper^    [Laughter.] 

Mr,  Dbnbsn.  I  suppose  he  does  usually.  I  have  no  means  of  test- 
ing his  informfition,  but  I  assume  he  sends  it  just  as  he  acts  it. 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  read  to  you  from  the  Chicago  Tribune  dated 
Thursday,  ilay  27,  1909,  in  the  first  column,  on  the  fifth  page,  from 
an  articfe  which  is  said  to  be  by  John  Callan  O'Laughlin.  Washing- 
ton. D.  C,  May  26.  "special."    The  larger  headlines  are: 

Pilots  of  SeiiiitP  welcome  I^rliiier.  Conner vativ cm  lH-]leve  him  one  of  tlieiii, 
wblle  prosTWHlveH  look  RBkHtice.  JiiBt  n  Senator  to  Tsft.  HarmoDf  with 
Cnllom  ui>  to  new  colleoftue;  stalesiiien  talk  cflutlously. 

I  read  from  down  here  in  the  center  of  the  first  column  on  the 
fifth  page: 

BtNATE    l.EAI>tB8    AIDED    LOSIUKB. 

According  to  talk  that  atiitears  to  be  well  founded.  tLe  Senate  U'uders  nliovt-ed 
tbeir  rewntment  of  HopkiDB's  course  wblle  here  by  secretly  authorizint;  a  well- 
known  buslne^-s  miui  to  ro  to  Siirlastleld  and  use  his  Influence  to  bent  the  ex- 
Senator.  Tbla  nian,  it  Is  eald.  left  Washington  two  daye  atco  and  arrived  at 
the  Illinois  cai'ltnl  In  time  to  iild  Ijorlmer  If  the  latter  ueedeU  It.  If  this  report 
be  correct,  and  It  has  the  eaminrks  of  truth,  the  reanon  for  the  satlafaction 
dlsylayed  by  the  Senate  conservatives  this  afternoon  will  be  upimrent. 

Leaders  In  the  Senate  are  confident  that,  astute  politician  as  I.orlnier  Is.  he 
has  not  tied  himself  np  with  the  Deniocrata  In  any  nn-Republican  way.  That 
Is  to  say.  he  is  not  believed  to  have  entered  into  any  barxaln  respecting 
patronaKe. 

■'  WATBBWAy  "    I 


The  explanation  generally  made  is  that  Lorlmer  Is  the  exponent  of  the 
lakea-to-gnlf  waterway  proposition,  and  that  Is  the  reasrai  be  received  such 
n  large  number  of  Democratic  votes.  Moreover,  It  is  pointed  out  that  Lorimer 
Is  not  the  only  Republican  Senator  who  was  elected  by  aid  of  Democratic 
Totes.  Matthew  Stanley  Quay  induced  the  Democrats  In  the  Peuuaylvanla 
TiCgislature  to  give  him  snfflclent  votes  to  elect,  and  there  was  no  question  as 
to  the  validity  of  his  credentials  on  this  score. 

Demm'rats  like  C«Il)er8on,  of  Texas,  leader  of  the  party  in  the  Senate,  and 
Champ  Clark,  minorltj'  leader  In  the  House,  are  in  a  quandary  as  to  the 
view  to  take  of  the  action  of  the  I^eniocrats  at  Springfield  In  electing  a  Itepub- 
Ucan  United  States  Senator.  TbeIr  frame  of  mind  was  expressed  by  Olark, 
who  eald  to-night : 

"I  can  not  Judge,  because  of  my  lack  of  familiarity  with  political  conditions 
in  the  State.  I  know  both  Hopkins  and  I^rlmer.  I  like  I.orluier.  If  in 
voting  for  Lorlmer  the  effect  will  be  to  break  «p  the  Republican  Party  in 
IIIIdoIs,  then  I  approve.  If  It  falls  to  have  that  tendency,  I  don't  know.  It 
Is  JastlQable  always  to  bust  the  Republican  Party." 

Neither  Clark  nor  any  other  Democrat,  however,  bellevea  the  National  Demo- 
cratic Party  has  gaine<l  anything  by  the  triumph  of  I.orlmer.  They  know  of 
no  instance  where  be  has  acteii  with  them,  though  th^  record  numerous 
occasions  when  on  the  frrounds  of  reciprocity  he  has  been  willing,  to  quote 
their  exact  wordi^  "to  treat  them  fairly."     E^ve^ybody  is  skittish  In  dlscnss- 
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log  Lorlnier  and  wbat  he  did  in  orJer  to  gain  the  victory,  becanBC  be  has  tvun, 
and  has  suddenly  been  projected  upon  the  natlooal  stage  In  a  position  nhere 
hiB  Influence  may  be  needed. 

PEBSONAL  TBirUni,   SAY8  C0LLOM. 

Perhaps  this  accounts  for  tbe  applause  whicb  certain  members  of  tlie  IIllDois 
delegation  give  to  I.orimer's  election  and  tbe  IndlRpositlon  of  otbera  to  talk 
about  It  for  publication.  Senator  Ciillom.  as  1b  well  known,  gave  his  sapport 
to  HopkliiH.  Whether  be  r<>all.v  wanted  HopbliiR  Is  beside  tbe  queatlon.  Tb^ 
fact  tbat  be  did  wbat  he  could  Is  wHI  knowp.  In  speaking  about  tbe  nevs 
to-dny,  Cullom  merely  said: 

"  It  Is  a  personal  triumph  for  Mr.  I»r1nier.  I  think  be  will  l>e  a  Republican 
In  the  Senate  and  we  will  get  along  barraonlonaly  together.  The  great  State 
of  Illinois  la  entitled  to  two  votes  In  the  Senate,  and  for  this  reason  the  lejcii- 
lature  Itself  doubtless  thought  It  must  agree," 

Speaker  Cannon,  who  was  In  the  same  boat  with  Senator  Cnllom,  did  nui 
bear  the  news  until  his  return  this  afternoon  from  a  short  trip  In  tbe  country. 
His  only  comment  was: 

"  Mr.  liorlmer  Is  a  man  of  ability.  In  my  opinion  he  will  make  a  good 
Senator." 

Repreaentatlve  Fobs,  who  was  a  candidate  before  the  people  for  Hopkins's 
seat,  seemed  to  accept  the  result  In  an  equable  way. 

"  It  seems  to  have  been  a  personal  and  blpart-san  victory,"  was  the  way  In 
which  he  expreeseU  his  feelings. 

There  are  eight  committee  assignments  for  Loi-lmer  after  he  shall  faaip 
taken  his  oath  of  offlce.  He  wilt  t>o  made  chairman  of  tbe  Committee  on  Ex- 
penditures In  tbe  Department  of  the  Navy,  and  he  w'll  be  a  member  of  the 
following  committees:  Civil  Service  and  Retrenchment.  Expendttnrea  In  the 
Department  of  the  Treasury,  Manufactures.  PaclQc  Islands  aud  Porto  Rlro. 
Transportation  to  the  Seaboard,  and  Woman's  Suffrage. 


I  will  not  read  all  of  that  unless  it  is  desired  by  somebody,  Mr. 
Chairman,  but  I  want  to  go  on  over  to  the  third  column  on  thie  fifth 
page  of  the  same  issue  of  that  paper  and  read,  under  the  headlines: 

Former  newsboy  now  United  States  Senator.  Wllllum  Lorlmer's  skill  in 
handling  men  manifeHted  when  car  conductor.  Rapid  rise  in  politics.  Bland 
blond  boss  outgenerals  his  foes  In  many  a  hard-fought  campaign. 

I  read  down  near  the  center  of  that  column,  as  follows: 
The  election  of  the  "  blond  boss  "  to  the  Senatorship  was  the  crowning  feat 
of  the  t>olitlcal  tactics  which  always  have  characterized  his  Interests.  It  wa? 
nothing  strange  for  I^rlmer  to  be  elected  through  the  aid  of  Democratic  votes, 
for  he  lias  enjoyed  a  large  Democratic  following  for  many  years.  Three  times 
he  was  elected  to  Congress  In  the  old  second  district,  which  was  Democratic  , 
and  his  political  sway  hns  been  strongest  in  Democratic  territory.  To  such  a 
marked  degree  has  Democratic  support  figured  In  his  political  achicveinraiF 
that  his  friends  point  with  pride  to  the  noupartlsan  character  of  his  following, 
while  his  enemies  con  tern  ptuon  sly  dub  him  "  Bipartisan  Billy." 

You  saw  those  articles,  did  you  not,  Governor? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  never  heard  at  any  time  that  ex-First  Assistant 
Secretary  of  State  John  Callan  CLaughlin's  article,  or  that  of  Mr. 
Eaymond  that  I  have  read  here  to  you  a  short  time  ago,  were  ever 
contradicted  or  repudiated  by  anybody,  did  you? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  never  heard  them  repudiated. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  never  heard  them  contradicted  or  repudiated? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No. 

Mr.  Hanecv.  And  that  paper,  the  Chicago  Tribune,  has  had  a 
fairly  good  circulation  throughout  parts  of  Illinois,  has  it  not! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Very  good,  Ithink. 
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Mr.  Hanect.  And  if  the  statements  in  those  articlea  were  not  true 
or  were  not  based  upon  facts  they  would  probably  have  been  contra- 
dicted or  have  been  matter  of  controversy  ( 

Mr.  Denebh.  I  do  not  know  anything  alx>ut  that, 

Mr.  Hanbct.  Since  that  time,  would  they  not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  that — as  to  what  the 
readers  did  or  what  they  thought^  or  whether  they  wrote  letters  to 
them  or  not.     I  was  too  Dusy. 

Mr.  RiNEor.  You  said  this  morning,  Governor,  that  in  your 
opinion  Senator  Lorimer's  position  on  the  deep  waterway  had  noth.- 
ing  whatever  to  do  with  his  election  as  Senator  or  the  fact  that 
Democrats  voted  for  him  ( 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  said  that  it  had  nothing  to  do  with  those  votes 
which  were  classiBed  as  waterway  votes,  because  in  all  of  their  dis- 
tricts save  one,  their  representatives  are  against  the  waterway  now, 
and  want  the  ^0,000,000  provision  repealed,  and  have  so  given  their 
arguments.  I  think,  for  one  instance,  that  Mr.  Hearn  who  voted 
with  the  Senator,  is  against  the  waterway  now,  and  is  still  in  office, 
and  voted  against  it. 

Mr.  Hanect.  He  is  hostile  to  the  bill  that  your  friends  had  in  the 
legislature  t 

Mr.  I>ENEEN.  I  think  he  is  against  any  bill. 

Mr.  Hanect.  We  went  all  over  that  this  morning,  and  I  have  no 
desire  to  occupy  the  time  of  this  committee  further  in  regard  to  it. 

Mr.  Deneen.  You  have  asked  me  the  jjuestion,  and  I  am  answer- 
ing you  the  same  way  as  I  did  this  morning. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  and  the  Tribune  differed  as  to  whether  Senator 
Lorimer's  position  on  the  deep  waterway  brought  him  votes  from 
the  D«iiocrats  at  that  timet 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  know  the  attitude  of  the  Tribune.  Those 
articles  purport  to  represent  the  views  of  some  gentlemen,  reporters, 
and  correspondents. 

Mr.  Hakect.  Do  you  think  that  the  Tribune  permits  in  its  columns 
articles  of  that  kind  that  would  be  unauthorized  or  against  the 
policy  or  sentiments  of  the  management  of  the  paper? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  if  the  persons  had  to  write  the  articles  with 
the  information  they  have  had  since,  they  would  like  to  alter  them. 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  is  very  likely.  There  may  be  many  of  their 
acts  that  they  would  like  to  retract,  but  that  is  not  what  I  am  talk- 
ing about. 

Mr.  Denexn.  That  is  what  I  am  talking  about. 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  will  ask  the  stenographer  to  read  my  question. 

(The  stenographer  read  the  question  as  follows:) 

Mr.  Hahect.  Do  you  tblak  that  the  Trtbnne  permits  In  tts  columns  articles 
of  that  kind  that  wonid  be  unanthorlKed  nr  against  the  policy  or  sentiments  of 
the  management  of  the  paper? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Now  read  my  answer. 
(The  stenographer  read  as  follows:) 


Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  the  policy  of  the  Tribune  is  to  employ 
c&pable  men  and  let  them  gather  the  information  and  state  it  as 
they  gather  it. 
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Mr.  Hanect.  And  not  to  misstate  the  facts! 
,    Mr.  Dbnezn.  Not  at  all ;  no. 

Senator  Jones,  When  the  election  occurred,  did  you  then  think  the 
waterway  question  had  anything  to  do  with  the  result? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Not  at  all.  Well,  in  this  wa^:  It  enabled  him  to 
make  the  acquaintance  of  the  Democrats,  associate  with  them,  and  it 
■g&ve  him  an  opportunity  to  work  with  them  without  being  criticiswi. 
and  gave  some  of  those  gentlemen  an  opportunity  to  make  thtt 
"^xcDse ;  but  I  do  not  think  it  had  any  vital  result.  In  the  first  place. 
it  was  not  a  difference  between  the  parties. 

■  Senator  Jonbs.  What  I  am  trying  to  get  at  is,  what  was  your  im- 
pression at  that  time,  and  not  what  it  is  now, 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  did  not  think  so.  I  thought  it  was  a  factional  mat- 
ter, cariring  on  the  original  bipartisan  agre^n^it  by  which  the  fight 
was  made  on  me  at  the  primaries,  at  the  election,  and  in  the  organi- 
aation  of  the  house.  They  appreciated  the  services  rend^^d  in  that 
ivay.  I  thought  that  had  something  to  do  with  it — much  mon  than 
tbe  waterway.  That  was  my  impression.  Whether  I  am  right  or 
not  I  do  not  know.     I  am  givingmy  views  about  it.  ' 

■     Mr.  Hanecy.  You  read  Mr.  Edward  Hines's  testimony,  did  yov 
not! 

Mr.  Denebn.  No;  only  in  the  newspapers.  I  did  not  read  the  to- 
-curate  statement  here. 

.  :  Mr.  Hanect.  I  did  not  ask  you  where  you  read  it. 
-    Mr.  Dbneen.  I  read  aa  much  as  appeared  in  the  newspapets. 

Mr.  HANEcr.  I  am  not  as  incredulous  about  some  of  the  nev^ 
papers  as  you  seem  to  be  of  all  of  them.  I  asked  you  if  you  read 
his  testimony! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  read  the  accounts  published  of  his  testimony  in 
certain  newspapers. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  you  read  there  that  Mr.  Mines  testified  that 
he  was  sent  from  Washington  to  Springfield  with  the  mess^e  to  yon 
and  other  leaders  in  relation  to  the  election  of  Senator  Lorinier  lo 
the  United  States  Senate,  did  you  not! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Something  to  that  effect;  yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  that  he  was  stopped  at  Chicago  ^d  did  not 
go  any  farther  than  that,  but  called  you  on  the  long-distance  teje- 
^one,  and  Senator  Lorimer! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  had  understood  that  from  the  reading.  I  sav  I 
do  not  recall  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  is  the  substance  of  it! 

Mr,  Denees.  Yes;  that  is  the  substance  of  what  was  publi^ed: 
yes. 

Mr.  Hanect,  After  reading  the  article  by  ex-First  Assistant  Sec- 
retary of  State  under  Mr.  Booeevelt's  administration,  John  Callw" 
O'Loughlin,  from  Washington,  dated  the  26th  of  May,  1909,  did  vmi 
think  that  the  business  man  mentioaed  in  that  article  was  Mr.  £^d- 
ward  Hines! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  suppose,  after  two  days  and  a  half  swvice  on  the 
witne.'^s  stand  here,  that  I  would  be  qualified  as  an  expert  in  gue^nj 
who  it  was.    I  will  guess  Mr.  Hines.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  Hanect.  Then  I  guessed  right  the  very  first  timet 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  so;  yes. 

Mr.  Haneoy.  That  is  all,  Governor. 
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The  Chaisman.  Are  there  any  further  questiMis? 

Mr.  Healt.  I  have  just  a  few  questions  to  ask  you,  Governor. 

Id  the  C<»igTeseioiiBl  Secord  of  March  1,  1911,  jtKgK  3902,  in  the 
first  column  of  that  page,  in  the  speech  made  by  Senator  Lorimer,  it  is 
claimed  that  certain  of  the  Democratic  members  of  the  lUicois  Houae 
supported  his  candidacy  because  of  their  mutual  interest  in  the  water- 
way project;  and  I  want  to  ask  you  some  questions  with  reference  to 
the  individuals  there  named.  The  language  of  the  speech  in  ^lat 
Tespect  is;  "Democratic  waterway  support."  Then  follows  a  list  of 
names,  the  first  name  being  Senator  Heam.  He  was  a  member  of 
the  Illinoifi  iSenate  in  the  forty-sixth  general  assembly  i 

Mr.  Dknbbm.  At  that  time:  yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  he  voted  for  Senator  Lorimer  on  the  final  ballot  I 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  has  been  his  attitude  on  the  waterway  question 
since  that  time? 

Mr.  Dekeen.  He  has  been  against  the  bill  since,  I  think. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  RepresMitative  Blair  was  a  member  of  the  lower  house 
in  the  forty-sixth  general  assembly,  was  he  nott 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.'  Hanecy.  Do  you  object  to  my  su^eeting,  to  avoid  a  reeross- 
examination,  that  the  governor  said  he  was  against  the  bill,  and  I 
do  not  think  he  means  to  say  the  same  bill  that  Senator  Lorimer  was 
for.  but  a  subsequent  bill.  If  he  will  correct  that  now,  I  shall  not 
have  to  cross-examine  on  that  point. 

Mr.  Denkbn.  It  was  the  bill  of  the  internal  iinprovem«it  commis- 
sion, the  so-called  Schmidt  or  Johnstm  bill.  It  was  called  first  the 
Schmidt  bm  ajid  thM  the  Johnson  bill 

Mr.  Hanect.  The  oua  you  favored? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  the  same  bill  I  favdred. 

Mr.  HEAtT.  I  have  no  objaetioc  to  your  interrupting  and  cross- 
examining  as  I  go  along. 

Mr.  H.*NBcr.  I  will  not  do  it  at  all,  if  yod  object 

Mr.  Healt.  I  do  not  object. 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  thou^t  it  might  save  time  and  that  we  would  get 
an  earlier  disposition  m  the  nutter  in  that  way. 

Mr.  Healt,  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  expedite  matters  in  that  way, 
if  we  can. 

Representative  Blair  was  a  I>eHM>cratic  member  oi  the  lower  house 
in  that  same  assembly,  was  he  not,  Governor? 

Mr.  DENEsy.  At  that  time. 

Mr.  Healy.  He  was  not  returned  to  the  Illinois  house,  was  he  J 

Mr.  Dbnbbn.  Ne. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  he  has  been  succeeded  by  some  one  else? 

Mr.  Demeen.  Two  Democrats  now  represent  that  district. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  has  been  the  attitude  of  his  successor  on  the 
waterway  question? 

W.  Dbneeh.  Both  of  them  are  against  the  waterway. 

S^iator  Jones.  You  meiut 

Mr.  Deneen  (interposing).  Against  this  bill,  and,  I  think,  against 
any  bUl.    That  is  my  undastanSng. 

Senator  Gamble.  There  is  a  difference  between  the  present  bill, 
for  which  you  stand,  and  the  legislation  for  which  S«iator  IjOrimer 
and  his  friends  stood  f 
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Hr.  Denken.  Yes;  they  did  not  introduce  any  bill  at  the  lost  legis- 
lature. 

Senator  Gambia  So  that  that  measure  for  which  Senator  Lorimer 
stood  in  the  forty -sixth  general  asaembiy  has  not  been  pending  in  the 
present  one  t 

Mr.  Denebn.  No.     It  was  not  reintroduced. 

Mr.  Kanect.  And  it  has  not  been  reintroduced  at  any  other  session 
since  tlie  forty-sixth  f 

Mr.  Denebn.  They  did  not  introduce  any  bill.  They  just  found 
fault  with  ours  and  objected  to  it. 

Mr.  HeaijY.  What  has  been  the  attitude  of  these  gentlemen  whran 
we  have  just  spoken  of,  with  reference  to  the  repeaFof  the  constitu- 
tional amendment! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  they  have  advocated  it  in  the  papers.  Both 
members  who  succeeded  Mr.  Blair  published  newspapers,  Mr,  Eapp 
and  Mr.  Duffy. 

Mr,  Healt.  And  those  gentlemen  have  opposed  any  waterway 
project  of  any  kind,  whether  the  one  favored  by  you  or  the  one 
lavored  by  S^ator  Lorimer  t 

Mr,  Deneen.  That  is  my  understanding. 

Mr.  Healt.  Representative  Espy  was  a  Democratic  member  of 
the  lower  house  in  that  session ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  wEts. 

Mr.  Healt.  Is  he  a  member  of  the  present  geoieral  assembly ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  No.  : 

Mr.  Healt.  Was  he  succeeded  by  some  one  else  ( 

Mr.  Deneek.  He  was  succeeded  by  a  D«nocrat 

Mr.  Healt.  What  has  been  the  attitude  of  bis  successor! 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  is  against  waterway  legislation. 

Mr.  Healt.  Of  any  kind  i 
■     Mr.  Deneen.  Of  any  kind.     So  I  understand. 

Mr,  Healt.  And  Representative  Gorman  t 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  is  still 

Mr.  Healt.  He  is  the  exception  you  mentioned! 

Mr.  Denb£N.  Yes.     He  comes  from  Peoriaj  located  on  the  river, 

Mr.  Healy,  He  favored  the  waterway  project! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr,  Healy.  By  the  way.  Governor,  were  there  two  men  by  the 
name  of  Gorman  in  the  forty-sixth  general  asaembiy,  ona  in  the 
house  and  one  in  the  senate! 

Mr,  Deneen.  Yes;  one  in  the  house  and  one  in  the  senate:  one 
frwn  Chicago  and  one  from  Peoria. 

Mr,  Healy.  Representative  Link,  of  the  forty-sixth  general  assem- 
bly, has  since  died! 

Mr.  Deneen,  Yes, 

Mr.  Healt.  And  has  his  place  been  filled  by  anyone! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  a  Democrat  succeeded  him. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  has  been  the  attitude  of  his  successor! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Against  any  expenditure  of  money  for  the  develop- 
ment of  the  waterway. 

Mr.  Healt.  Representative  Riley  was  a  I>«nocratic  member  of  the 
forty-sixth  general  assembly,  was  he  not! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes.  I 
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Senator  Jones.  Has  there  been  aoy  legislation  proposed  repealing 
the  coDStitiitional  amendmentt 

Mr.  Dekeem.  It  has  been  proposed  in  the  newspapers.  It  has  not 
got  to  the  legislature. 

Senator  Jomes.  There  has  been  nothing  of  that  kind  in  the  legis- 
lature! 
Mr.  Demeen.  No. 

Senator  Jones.  There  have  been  no  votes  or  expressions  of  these 
representatives  in  an  official  way  upon  the  question  i 

Mr.  Benken.  No;  I  called  an  extra  session  of  the  legislature  for 
the  iraterwaj  ri^ht  after  the  general  session  adjourned.  The  legis- 
lature remained  m  session  until  the  30th  of  June,  and  then  took  a 
recess  until  next  October — early  in  October.    It  is  in  recess  now. 

Senator  Jones.  There  is  no  proposition  pending  except  your  propt- 
ositioa? 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  ie  all.  The  other  side  have  not  introduced 
iDj  measures.    They  have  found  fault  with  ours.' 

Mr.  Hanecy.  There  never  was  any  proposition  pending  to  repeal 
the  constitutional  amendment! 

)[r.  Deneen.  It  has  been  discussed  in  the  Record-Herald  and  a 
number  of  papers. 

Senator  JoNsa.  How  do  you  know  that  these  successors  of  those 
other  representatives  are  opposed  to  any  waterway  legislation! 

Mr.  Deneen.  From  the  discussims  we  have  had  with  men  who 
have  been  out  finding  the  sentiments  of  the  members  of  the  legisla- 
ture. I  have  not  talked  with  these  men,  except  Mr.  Duffy,  I  think, 
ind  Mr.  Bapp.    Mr.  Kapp  I  know  quite  well. 

Senator  Jone&  You  do  not  know  from  these  men  themselves,  or 
from  any  expression  they  have  made  officially,  what  their  opinions 
&re! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  am  simply  giving  my  best  judgment  as  to  their 
views,  as  I  have  in  regard  to  all  of  these  matters. 

Senator  Jones.  It  does  not  seem  to  me  that  that  is  entitled  to  any 
particular  weight  with  this  committee. 

Mr.  Healy.  There  are  three  other  members  who  are  in  this  same 
eategory,  and  if  the  committee  desires  me  to  desist  from  further 
interrogBtion  along  this  tine  I  shall  do  so. 

The  Chaibman.  No;  finish  it,  and  we  will  take  it  for  what  it  is 
worth. 

Mr.  Healy.  Representative  Riley  was  a  D^nocratic  member  of 
the  lower  house  of  the  forty-sixth  general  assembly! 
Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 
Mr.  HeaI'T.  Is  he  still  a  member! 
Mr.  Dbneen.  No. 

]llr.  Hkaly.  Has  he  been  succeeded  by  another ! 
Mr.  Deneen.  He  has  been  succeeded  by  a  Democrat. 
Mr,  Healt.  What  has  been  the  attitude  of  his  successor  on  the 
waterway  question! 

Mr.  Iaeneen.  He  would  not  vote  for  the  bill  that  I  referred  to.  I 
is  not  so  sure  as  to  whether  he  would  vote  for  any  bill.  My  judg* 
Bent  is  Uiat  be  would  not  favor  legislation.  We  could  not  get  him 
to  vote  for  it  or  to  make  any  suggestions  about  amending  it  to  c<w- 
respood  with  his  views. 
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Mr,  Healy.  Is  Kepresentative  Staymates  a  member  of  the  present 
general  assembly  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No. 

Jlr.  Healy.  He  was  a  Democrat  member  of  the  forty-sixth  gen- 
eral assembly  t 

Mr.  DuNEEN.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  he  has  been  succeeded  by  some  other  person  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  has  been  succeeded  by  a  Democrat. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  is  the  attitude  of  his  succeKsor  on  the  waterway 
question  i 

•  Mr.  Deneen.  I  have  foi^tten  his  name.     I  am  not  sure  abo\it 
him.    I  think  he  is  against  it. 

Mr.  Healt.  Henry  S,  Shephard  was  a  Democratic  member  of  the 
Illinois  house  in  the  forty-sixth  general  assembly? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  he  was.  Shephard,  from  Jersey vitle ;  there  is 
one  Republican  and  one  Democrat,  and  this  is  the  (me  from  Jersey 
County. 

Mr.  Healt.  He  voted  for  Senator  Lorimer? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  did. 

Mr.  Healy.  He  has  been  succeeded,  you  say,  by  some  other  person  t 
.  Mr,  Deneen.  By  two  Democrats. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  is  the  attitude  of  those  men  on  the  waterway 
question  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  So  far  as  I  know,  they  are  against  it.  I  know  they 
are  against  it — one  of  thwn,  Mr.  Kennedy,  1  think,  and  Mr.  Kelly, 
I  think  it  is,  also. 

Mr,  Healy.  In  your  various  talks  with  Senator  Lorimer  with  ref- 
erence to  the  organization  of  the  Illinois  house  in  the  forty-sixth 
general  assembly,  did  you  suggest  to  him  at  any  time  that  he  and  his 
friends  had  induced  and  brought  about  the  election  of  Senator 
Shurtleffi 

Mr.  Deneen.  After  the  matter  was  over,  I  talked  to  him  on  that 
theory — that  he  was  Uie  force. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  he  ever  deny  your  suggestion  in  that  respect* 

Mr.  Deneen.  No:  I  think  not.    He  just  accepted  my  statements. 

Mr,  Healt,  Did  he  approve  in  any  way  of  the  statements  that  yon 
madet 

Mr.  Deneen.  They  were  accepted.  I  discussed  the  matter  with  hioi 
as  if  he  represented  the  whole  matter. 

The  Chaikhak.  I  think  it  is  better  for  the  witness  to  state  what 
was  said, 

Mr,  Healy,  I  am  trying  to  shorten  the  examination  a  little,  that  is 
all,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Do  you  remember  what  he  said  in  that  respect,  Govemort 

Mr.  Deneen.  No  ;  I  could  not  remember  definitely  the  conversation. 

Senator  Jones.  I  understood  that  you  simply  talked  on  that  as- 
sumption ! 

Mr,  Deneen.  Yes.  I  did  not  talk  to  Mr.  Shnrtleif  two  minutes  the 
whole  session,  I  think.  He  called,  as  a  matter  of  courtesy,  and  stated 
that  if  I  had  anything  to  say  to  him,  or  wished  to  have  a  conference.; 
with  him  at  any  time,  he  would  be  glad  to  call.  He  stayed  only  a 
few  minutes,  and  I  do  not  think  he  took  a  seat.  That  is  my  reoollec- 
tion.  He  just  talked  for  a  few  minutes,  and  then  he  went  away. 
That  is  my  recollection ;  although  he  may  have  stayed  longer. 
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Mr.  Healy.  You  were  asked  by  Judge  Hanecy  about  Representa- 
tive John  W.  Hill! 

Mr.  Demeeit.  Yes. 

Mr,  Healy.  And  the  political  territory  in  which  he  lived  t 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  remember  who  was  generally  or  publicly  re- 
garded as  the  political  leader  of  the  territory  in  which  he  lived  f 

Mr.  Deneeit.  Edward  J.  Brundige,  corporation  counsel  at  &.iit 
time  in  Chicago. 

Mr.  Heai.y.  'VSTiat  was  Mr.  Brundige's  political  attitude  toward 
you  in  the  gubernatorial  fights 

Afi-.  Deneen.  He  was  one  of  the  candidates  at  first ;  tme  of  the  ten- 
tative candidates,  and  then  he  withdrew  when  they  ail  withdrew  to 
give  way  for  Gov.  Yates,  and  supported  Gov.  Yates  and  opposed  iob 
very  strongly. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  he  oppose  your  candidacy? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Very  strongly. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  he  made  a  number  of  speeches  against  youl 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  That  was  in  1908,  was  it  not,  Grovemor  ? 

Mr.  Denksk.  Yee. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  the  political  territ<Hry  in  which  Mr.  Hili  lived 
or  the  particular  ward  in  which  he  resided  at  that  time  was  not  in 
what  is  generally  called  the  Lake  View  territory? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  it  was  the  north  town,  I  understood,  if  I  recol- 
lect correctly. 

Mr.  Healy.  Just  one  other  question :  The  first  ballot  taken  in  the 
Illinois  assembly  on  the  19th  ox  January  was  in  the  separate  houses! 

Mr,  Deneen.  Yes. 

Mr,  Hbalt.  And  that  was  a  purely  informal  ballot,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Oh,  no, 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  think,  under  the  constitution,  if  you  receive  a 
majority  in  both  houses,  you  can  elect 

Mr.  Healt.  I  had  forgotten  what  the  constitution  was  in  that 
respect. 

That  is  all. 

Senator  Flbtcbeb.  I  wish  to  ask  you  one  or  two  questions.  Gov- 
ernor, about  two  matters:  First,  the  conversation  with  Mr.  Hines 
and  then  in  regard  to  the  jack  pot. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Do  you  undertake  to  claim,  Governor,  that 
you  can  repeat  accurately,  word  for  word,  that  conversation ! 

Mr.  DfiNEiaff.  Not  at  all.  It  is  just  a  general  recollection  of  the 
substance. 

Senator  Fletcher.  You  are  just  giving  your  memory  of  the  im- 
pression that  was  made  by  the  conversation? 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  substance  of  the  conversation  rather  than  th« 
words. 

Senator  FLBtcHER.  Could  it  have  been  that  Mr,  Beynolds's  name 
was  mentioned  in  that  conversation  in  connection  with  the  identifica- 
tion of  Mr.  Hines? 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  think  it  was.  I  read  the  statements,  and 
I  saw  that  my  recollection  was  not  in  harmony  with  his,  and  I 
thought  it  out  carefully.     My  recollection  is  that  Mr,  Hines  told  me 
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that  be  missed  the  train.  The  train  from  Washington  arrives  at 
8.55,  and  the  train  for  Springfield  leaves  in  the  same  depot  five  min- 
utes later  over  the  Chicago  &  Alton  Road.  My  recollection  was-  that 
he  stated  that  he  had  missed  the  train  and  that  was  why  he  was  call- 
ing me  up.  Otherwise  I  would  have  received  the  message  from  Mr. 
B^^olds.  I  received  no  such  messa^.  The  whole  thing  seemed 
to  be  a  rather  unusual  matter.  Mr.  Reynolds  could  not  have  iden- 
tified Mr.  Hines's  voice  very  well,  because  I  did  not  know  him  an^ 
better  than  I  did  Mr.  Hines.  I  have  met  him,  and  know  who  he  is 
very  well,  but  we  have  not  talked  so  that  I  knew  his  voice. 

Senator  Fletcheb.  Did  you  recognize  Mr.  Hines's  voice! 

Mr.  Denben.  'So;  I  could  not  telH    He  said  he  wae  Mr.  Hines. 

Senator  Fletcher.  E>o  you  have  any  recollection  of  having  men- 
tioned the  fact  that  you  did  not  recognize  his  voice ! 

Mr.  Dbnbbn.  No. 

Senator  Fletchxb.  Or  that  vou  mig^t  not  know  who  was  talking! 

Mr.  Dentin.  I  do  not  think  the  matter  was  discussed  after  tlut 
until  this  case  came  up. 

Senator  Fletcher.  You  remember  his  saying:  "This  is  Edward 
Hines"? 

Mr.  Deheen.  I  assume  he  said  so.  He  talked  with  me,  began  the 
conversation,  and  I  assume  he  identified  himaelf. 

Senator  Fletcher.  He  gave  you  that  name! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  I  think  so.  I  just  assume  so.  It  made  no  par- 
ticular impression  upon  me. 

Senator  Fletcher.  You  do  not  recall  whether  at  the  time  you  had 
any  doubt  in  your  mind  as  to  who  was  talking! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  I  thought  he  was  Mr,  Hines.  He  said  he  was. 
But  when  he  told  the  story,  or  when  he  began  telling  the  story,  I 
thought  it  rather  unusual  that  the  President  of  the  United  States 
should  send  a  messa^  to  me  through  a  man  that  I  had  never  seen — 
Senator  Aldrich — with  whom  I  had  no  connection,  and  the  matter 
delivered  over  the  telephone,  and  a  request  made  of  me  in  regard  to 
Mr.  Lorimer,  when  the  matter  was  already  settled.  I  thought  it  was 
out  of  harmony  with  all  the  facts,  and  I  dismissed  it. 

Senator  Fletcher.  You  did  not  attach  much  importance  fo  it? 

Mr.  Deneen.  It  could  not  have  been  important.  If  it  had  been  a 
genuine  message  it  could  not  have  affected  anything. 

Senator  Fletcher.  So  far  as  you  know,  there  are  no  relatione 
between  Senator  Aldrich  and  Mr.  Reynolds,  and  they  may  not  be 
acquainted  with  each  other! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  assume  they  are  acquainted,  but  I  do  not  know. 
I  do  not  know  their  relations  "at  all,  except  from  the  public  press. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Was  there  any  difficulty  in  hearing  that  con- 
versation, as  you  recall!     It  was  a  long-distance  message! 

Mr,  Denf.en.  I  assume  not.  or  I  would  have  had  him  receive  it.  so 
that  I  could  have  heard  it.  It  was  a  long-distance  telephone  mes- 
sage from  about  200  miles. 

Senator  Fletcher.  How  long  did  it  last  ? 

Mr,  Deneen.  I  do  not  recall  that.  I  recall  simply  the  substance. 
I  suppose  it  lasted  a  few  minutes  only. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Were  jpou  at  the  phone  at  your  desk  and  wei-e 
people  around  you  at  that  time,  or  what  were  the  circumstances! 
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Mr.  I>ENEEN.  I  do  not  recall  them.  I  have  two  telephones  at  mv 
desk,  on  two  different  lines  of  telephones,  the  Independent  and  Belf ; 
and  we  have  a  booth  in  the  outside  room,  too.  It  is  usually  open, 
however;  the  idoors  are  open.  We  have  six  or  eight  long-distance 
telephone  connections. 

Senator  Fi^etcheb.  Yon  do  not  recall  where  you  were  when  you 
received  the  message,  do  you  ! 

Mr.  Denebn.  No. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Whether  you  were  at  your  desk  or  in  tiie  booth  ! 

Mr.  Deneev.  No. 

Senator  Fietcher.  Do  you  recall  whether  there  were  other  people 
there  or  about  at  the  time  i 

Mr.  Dbneen.  I  know  Congressman  Chapman  was  there,  and  I 
think  Mr.  Hitch,  and  I  think  Fred  W.  Potter,  the  insurance  superin- 
tendent, was  there.  I  do  not  recollect  others,  but  there  must  have 
been  others  there. 

Senator  Fletcher.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  it  was  rather  a 
busy  time  and  that  there  was  more  or  less  excitement) 

Mr.  Dbneen.  I  have  no  doubt  there  were  25  people  in  the  office. 
That  was  usually  true.  The  office  was  usually  filled  at  that  time  of 
day.  They  are  large  offices.  But  they  were  not  in  my  particular 
office. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Only  those  you  have  named  were  in  your  pri- 
vate office* 

Mr.  Denebn.  I  think  they  were  in  the  office.  I  know  I  was  talk- 
ing to  them,  or  I  think  I  was,  when  I  was  interrupted,  and  we  were 
canvassing  uie  matter. 

Senator  Fletgeoih.  Now,  with  reference  to  the  speech  which  you 
delivered  at  the  home  of  Mr.  Shurtleff — ^you  mentioned  in  that  speech 
the  jack  pot! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  did. 

Senator  Flbtcheb.  And  other  matters? 

Mr.  DxNBBN.  Yes. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Did  you  at  that  time  or  prior  to  that  time,  or  at 
any  time,  associate  the  jack  pot  with  the  election  of  Senator  Lorimert 

Mr.  Deneen.  At  that  time;  yes.  Two  or  three  men  had  confessed 
at  that  time. 

Senator  Fletcher.  How  do  you  mean  confessed ! 

Mr.  Deneem.  They  had  confessed  to  receiving  money. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Out  of  the  jack  pot? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Mr.  White,  I  think,  had  made  his  confession,  and  Mr. 
Holstlaw  and  Mr.  Link;  and  some  of  them  said  they  received  it  out 
of  the  jack  pot  and  others  said  they  received  the  money  and  did  not 
know  where  they  got  it,  or  for  what  purpose;  and  Mr.  Beckemeyer 
was  another. 

Senator  Fletcher.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  since  1897  this 
jack  pot  had  been  supposed  to  exist  in  the  Illinois  Legislature? 

Mr.  Deneen.  By  common  report,  money  has  been  collected  and  dis- 
tributed in  that  way. 

Senator  Fletcher.  I  said,  "  supposed  to  exist." 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes. 

Senator  Fletcher.  And  that  it  had  to  do  with  promoting  ot  d»- 
f eating  legislation? 
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Mr.  Dknebn.  Yes;  both. 

Senator  Fi.btches.  The  purp<»e  and  thin^  to  be  accomplished  bf 
the  use  of  the  jack  pot.  had  relation,  ordinarily,  to  legislation,  did  it 
not? 

Mr.  Deneen.  To  le^slation  pending. 

Senator  Fi.etcher.  Did  it  have  any  further  or  more  extended  work 
to  perform  in  the  forty-sixth  general  assembly  than  any  previous 
assemblies  t 

Mr.  Dekben.  I  have  no  personal  knowledge  of  that  matter. 

Senator  Jones.  Had  you  associated  the  senatorial  election  with  tlie 
jack  pot  prior  to  these  cwifessitais  ? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes ;  I  had.     I  had  received  information. 

Senator  Jones.  How  long  after  the  election? 

Mr.  Denebn.  I  think  the  first  Lnfomtation  that  I  received  was  from 
Mr.  Keeley.    I  talked  with  him. 

Senator  Joneb.  He  referred  to  the  statement  that  was  being  pre- 
pared for  publication. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Yes;  and  he  referred  to  his  view  as  to  how  many 
had  received  money. 

Senator  Fuhkiheb.  Prior  to  that  time,  he  had  not  associated  the 
jack  pot  with  the  senatorial  election! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  I  had  no  definite  information  about  that; 
nothing  that  would  lead  me  to  have  an  opiniwi  that  I  would  be  justi- 
fied in  stating. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Had  you  heard  any  rumors  even  before  that! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  had  heard  rumors  and  all  sorts  of  explanations 
made  for  the  53  votes.    The  papers  commented  on  it. 

Senator  Fletcher.  That  was  after  the  election! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Right  after  the  election,  of  course.  They  commented 
on  the  fact  that  53  Democrats  would  vote  for  a  Itepublican  on  one 
ballot,  and  all  sorts  of  explanations  were  made.  Among  them  some 
men  who  were  inclined  to  be  suspicious  thought  there  were  other 
reasons,  and  they  were  stated;  but  it  was  just  the  general  rumor 
that  was  about. 

Senator  Fletchek.  There  was  no  talk,  however,  before  the  elec- 
tion that  there  was  a  jack-pot  fund  to  be  used  in  influencing  the 
senatorial  election! 

Mr.  Deneen.  Only  the  one  I  referred  to,  about  the  $30,000. 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  was  in  relation  to  Senator  Hopkins! 

Mr.  Deneen.  In  relation  to  Senator  Hopkins. 
■   The  Chairman.  Aside  from  what  you  nKve  stated,  have  you  any 
information  to  which  you  could  direct  the  attrition  of  this  commit> 
tee,  or  any  proof  on  that  subject! 

Mr,  Deneen.  Oh,  no;  I  have  not. 

Senator  Gamble.  This  information  you  received  from  Mr.  Keeley 
Was  in  the  month  of  March,  1910! 

Mr.  Deneen.  March. 

Senator  Gamble.  The  16lh  of  March ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  was  the  first  time,  I  think,  I  talked  about  it. 
I  am  quite  sure  so. 

Senator  Kern.  Governor,  is  your  state  of  mind  such,  and  your 
recollection,  that  vou  can  state  definitely  as  to  whether  or  not  in  the 
conversation  you  had  with  Mr.  Hines  on  the  morning  of  the  26th  b« 
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saidj  "How  soon  can  you  see  Congressman  Lorimer,"  to  which  you 
replied,  "I  will  see  him  within  10  minutes"! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  do  not  recollect  that  at  all.  I  am  quite  sure  no 
such  conversation  was  had. 

Senator  Kern.  Then  was  the  question  asked  you,  or  can  you  state 
definitely  on  the  question,  as  whether  Mr,  Hines  said,  "  Can  we  rely 
on  your  assistance,"  to  which  you  replied,  "  Yes  "! 

Mr.  Deneen.  That  conversation  did  not  occur  according  to  my 
recollection. 

Senator  Kern.  Then  was  the  conversation  continued,  referring 
to  Senator  Lorimer,  "  Will  you  see  him  immediately,"  to  which  yott 
replied,  "  I  will  see  him  within  10  minutes  "? 

Mr.  Denebn.  That  did  not  occur,  to  my  best  recollection. 

Mr,  Healt.  Governor,  are  you  quite  sure  that  Mr.  Weber  was  at 
the  meeting  where  you  were  discussing  the  apportionment  of  the 
wards  of  the  city  of  Chicago  which  was  held  in  Mr.  Pease's  house? 

Mr.  Deneen.  No.  I  have  discussed  the  matter  with  you  in  the 
noon  hour  and  have  refreshed  my  recollection.  My  impression  is 
now  that  he  was  not,  from  your  statements,  and  I  had  no  inde- 
pendent recollection. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Governor,  had  your  attention  been  called  to  the  con- 
versation that  you  had  with  Edward  Hines  about  10  o'clock  on  the 
forenoon  of  May  26,  1909,  between  that  time  and  the  publication 
of  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Hines  before  the  Helm  Committee  in  the 
last  of  February  or  March ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think  it  had  been  called  to  my  attention,  or  had 
been  discussed,  yes;  before  that  time. 

Mr,  Hanect.  When,  and  where? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Oh,  some  time — I  think  I  talked  to  the  President 
about  it  before  that  time. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  ^\'hen  ? 

Mr,  Deneen.  When  I  was  here. 

Mr.  Hakect.  We  do  not  know  when  that  was. 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  can  not  place  it  exactly.  I  can  run  back  and  find 
out  when  I  was  here,  and  then  place  it. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  Tell  us  as  near  as  you  can  by  the  calendar. 

Mr.  Deneen,  I  do  not  recall  that,  as  to  just  when  it  was,  I  was 
here  in  April  and  I  was  here  last  December  twice,  but  I  do  not  recall 
just  when  it  was.  I  think  I  talked  with  Secretary  MacVeagh  about 
It  the  August  after  this  election. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  After  what  election! 

Mr.  Deneen,  After  Senator  Ijorimer's  election, 

Mr.  Hanecy,  How  did  you  come  to  talk  with  Secretary  MacVeagh 
about  it} 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  sent  for  me.  I  was  in  Chicago  and  he'  wanted 
to  see  me. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  he  say  he  wanted  to  see  you  about  that! 

Mr.  Deneen.  No;  he  wanted  to  make  inquiries  of  me  regarding 
how  Senator  Lorimer  was  elected. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  What  did  he  have  to  do  with  it! 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  said  he  wanted  to  gather  the  information  for  the 
President, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  What  did  you  tell  Mr.  MacVeagh ! 
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Mr.  Dbneen.  I  said  to  him, "  Why,  ask  th«  President,  he  is  the  man 
who  gave  directions,"  in  a  joking  way. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Did  Secretary  Franklin  MacVeagh  say  to  you  that 
President  Taft  had  authorized  or  directed  him  to  go  out  and  get 
information  for  the  President  on  that  question  ? 

Mr.  Dengen.  I  do  not  recall  that  he  placed  it  in  that  way.  As  I 
recall  it,  he  wanted  to  ascertain  for  the  President  matters  regarding 
S^iator  Lorimer's  election,  and  the  part  that  I  bore — he  said  some 
rumors  had  been  circulated  that  I  had  been  instrumental  in  it,  and 
I  said  to  him,  "  Why,  tell  the  President,  he  is  the  man  who  elected 
him,  not  me,  he  was  the  one  that  was  suspected,  not  me."  Then  we 
talked  on,  and  if  you  want  me  to  give  the  conversation  I  will  tell  you. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  What  did  you  say  to  Mr.  MacVeagh  on  this  occasion. 

Mr.  Denesn.  Then  the  question  arose  about  this  telephone.  I  told 
him  then  that  Mr.  Hines  had  telephoned  to  me  stating  tnat  the  Presi- 
dent had  sent  word  to  me  through  Senator  Aldrich. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  Is  that  all  you  said  to  him} 

Mr.  Deneen.  We  talked  along  in  that  way.  The  conversation  did 
not  last  long,  because  he  expressed  such  astonishment  at  it  that  it 
ended. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Will  you  not  be  kind  enou^  to  tell  this  committee 
the  language  as  near  as  you  can! 

Mr.  Denben.  It  is  impossible  for  me  to  tell  you  how  I  expressed 
myself  and  how  he  expressed  himself  in  August  two  years  ago. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Have  you  told  all  the  conversation  that  you  had  with 
Mr.  MacVeagh  on  that  occasion  f 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  think,  then,  he  asked  me  to  give  my  views  about 
the  political  situation  in  Illinois,  and  I  stated  them  briefly,  and  I 
think  that  was  all.  As  I  recall  it,  our  talk  was  in  the  Federal  BuUd- 
ing  and  was  very  brief. 

Mr.  Hanect.  In  Chicago? 

Mr.  Denebn.'  In  Chicago. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Did  you  talk  with  anybody  else  about  it! 

Mr.  Denebn,  I  think  the  matter  had  been  discussed,  but  not 
much — very  little. 

Mr.  Hanect.  With  anybody! 

Mr.  Dbneen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Who  was  the  other  party! 

Mr.  Deneen.  I  say  I  do  not  recall  now.  I  think  I  discussed  it  with 
Col.  B.  A.  Eckart,  but  I  am  not  sure  about  that  I  suppose  I  dis- 
cussed it  with  Mr.  West,  but  I  do  not  recollect  just  the  time  and 
place;  but  it  was  discussed  generally. 

Mr.  Hanect.  When  did  you  talk  with  Barney  Eckart  about  it( 

Mr.  Denebn.  I  could  not  tell  you. 

Mr.  Hanect.  When( 

Mr.  Dekeen.  I  could  not  tell  you  about  that.  The  only  reason 
why  I  tiiink  I  discussed  it  with  him  was  that  we  discussed  a  lot  of 
those  matters. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Barney  Eckart  is  one  of  your  staff? 

Mr.  Deneen.  He  is  uie  railroad  and  warehouse  commissioner  under 

Mr.  Hanect.  Now ! 

Mr.  Denebn.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  He  is  one  of  your  staff? 
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Mr.  Deneen,  Yes. 

Mr,  Hanect.  One  of  your  political  and  personal  friends! 

Mr.  Deheen.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hakbct.  You  can  not  teU  when  you  had  that  talk  with  him  on 
that  subject! 

Mr.  Dbnben.  I  have  just  a  vague  recollection  that  I  talked  with 
him.  I  have  a  recollection  because  I  as^ed  him  about  Mr.  Hines. 
We  discussed  Mr.  Hines  I  know.  The  reason  why  I  think  I  talked 
with  hiwi  is  because  of  the  conversation  on  that  suoject. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Did  you  talk  with  Secretary  MacVeagb  on  any  other 
occasion  than  the  one  you  have  mentioned  about  that  matter! 

Mr.  Deneen.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  How  long  did  that  conversation  last? 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  I  do  not  recall. 

Mr.  HANBcr.  Have  you  any  idea  about  how  long! 

Mr.  Dekeen.  Well,  I  do  not  recall.  The  subject  matter  was  dis- 
cussed. I  saw  him  about  10  or  15  minutes — it  was  a  short  conver- 
sation. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  you  have  told  the  substance  of  all  you  said  to 
him  and  he  to  you ! 

Mr.  Deneen.  The  substance,  the  subject  matter.  I  have  given  you 
the  picture  of  the  conversation^  or  the  meaning  of  it. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Did  you  see  this  statement  that  was  reported  to  have 
been  given  out  from  the  White  House  on  Friday,  June  30,  1911! 

Mr.  Deneen.  No.  I  think  I  may  have  read  it,  but  I  do  not  recall 
it.  You  read  it,  Judge  Hanecy,  it  you  care  to,  and  I  will  tell  you 
after  hearing  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  read  from  the  tenth  page  of  the  Washington  Even- 
ing Star  of  Friday,  June  80,  1911,  from  the  first  column  on  that 
pace. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Judge  Hanecy,  I  do  not  know  what  the  statement  is, 
hut  I  did  not  see  the  Washington  Star  on  that  day,  and  so  I  could 
not  have  known  anything  about  it. 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  mean  in  any  newspaper.  It  was  given  out  from 
the  White  House. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Then  I  may  have  read  it. 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  read  the  article,  which  is  as  follows: 

Hr.  Hlnes'B  teatlniony  yesterday  indicating  that  President  Tatt  had  expressed 
a  preference  for  Mr.  T^rimec  brought  forth  the  following  statement  from  the 
White  House  last  night: 

"  The  fact  with  reference  to  President  Taft's  relations  to  S^iator  Lorimer's 
election  la  this;  That  during  the  tariff  fight  gentlemea  cnme  to  him  and  ex- 
pressed their  Interest  In  passing  the  tariff  bill,  nnd  satd  thnt  it  had  been  sug- 
gested from  llltuois  that  tt  would  be  wise  for  the  Prealdeat  to  express  an 
opinloo  In  favor  of  the  election  of  Mr.  Lortmer.  He  did  not  know  Mr.  Lorimer 
wtil.  Bithongb  he  knew  that  be  was  an  Inflnentlnl  Member  of  Congress,  but  be 
did  know  Senator  Hopkins.  He  knew  very  little  about  Illinois  politics,  but 
expressed  a  desire  that  there  ahooid  be  two  Republican  Senators  from  lilinola 
Bnt  when  asked  to  put  that  In  the  form  of  a  telegram  urging  the  election  of 
Ur.  Iiorlmer  he  declined  to  do  so.  The  statement  by  Mr.  Hines  that  the  Presi- 
dent was  anxious  for  and  was  urging  the  election  of  Mr.  Lorimer  la  wholly 


Is  that  the  article  you  saw  in  some  paper! 
Mr.  Deneen.  Something  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  that  was  about  the  time  you  saw  it,  about  the 
SOthof  June! 
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Mr.  Den£en.  It  must  have  been  after  it  occurred.  I  read  it  as  a 
matter  of  news, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  The  same  article  appears  in  the  Washington  Times 
of  Friday,  June  30,  on  the  last  column  on  the  t«Dth  page. 

Mr.  Deneen.  Well,  I  did  not  see  that. 

Mr.  HiANEcr,  That  is  all. 

The  Chaibuan.  The  comniitt«e  will  here  take  a  recess  until  Mem- 
day  morning,  July  17,  at  10  o'clock, 

(Whereupon,  at  3  o'clock  and  5  minutes  p.  m.,  the  committee  ad- 
journed until  Monday,  July  IT,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.) 
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kondat,  jtot  17,  1911. 

Senatb  Ofticb  Buiu>imo, 

Washimoton,  D.  C. 

The  committee  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

Present:  Senators  Dillingham  (chairman),  Gamble,  Jones,  John- 
ston, Fletcher,  and  Kem. 

Present  also:  Mr.  John  H.  Marble,  Mr.  J<rfm  G.  Healy,  Mr.  Wil- 
liam J.  Hynes,  Mr.  Elbridge  Hanecy,  and  Mr.  Edgar  Farrar. 

The  Chaibhan.  I  shoiild"  like  to  have  the  attention  of  counsel  for 
ft  moment.  In  the  examination  of  Gov.  Deneen  two  letters  from 
Roy  O.  West  were  used  and  were  marked  as  exhibits,  but  I  under^ 
stand  they  were  not  offered  as  exhibits,  but  simply  used  in  connection 
with  the  examination,  and  counsel  requested  the  return  of  them.  If 
there  is  no  objection,  they  will  be  returned  and  will  not  be  treated  as 
exhibits.  They  were  read  into  the  record  and  used  in  the  examina- 
tion. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  These  are  the  two  letters  from  Roy  O.  West! 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Th«v  were  read  into  the  record ! 

The  Chairman.  Yes ;  they  were  read  into  the  recwd,  and  counBel 
have  requested  their  return,  and  under  those  circumstances  they  will 
not  be  treated  as  exhibits. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  I  assumed  that  the  exhibits  that  the  committee 
wanted  were  those  telegrams,  and  so  forth,  that  they  could  not  verify 
except  in  certain  places. 

TESTDIONT  OF  WILLIAM  K.  BVAOESS. 

WnxiAM  M.  BuROESs,  being  duly  sworn,  was  examined  and  testi- 
fied as  follows: 

Mr.  HfiALY.  What  is  your  full  name,  Mr.  Burgess! 

Mr.  BtTROESs.  William  M.  Burgess. 

Mr,  Healt.  Where  do  you  live! 

Mr.  BcBQEsa.  Duhith. 

Mr.  Healt.  Duluth,  Minn. ! 

Mr.  BuROESS.  Duluth,  Minn. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  is  your  business! 

Mr.  BuROESS.  Manager  for  the  Burgess  Electric  Co.,  electrical 
contractors. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  where  is  their  place  of  business  located 

Mr.  Burgess.  310  West  First  Street. 
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Mr.  Healy.  How  long  have  you  been  a  resident  of  Duluth,  Minn.  ? 

Mr.  BmtOEss.  Twenty-eight  years. 

Mr.  HEALr.  What  is  your  connection  with  the  Burgess  Electrical 
Co.? 

Mr.  BuROEBS.  Manager  and  treasurer. 

Mr.  Healt.  That  ia  a  coriJoration,  isnt  it? 

Mr.  BmioESS.  A  partnership. 

Mr.  Healt.  Who  are  the  other  partners  in  the  partnership? 

Mr.  BuRGEsa.  G,  V.  Burgess  and  E.  R.  Burgesa. 

Mr.  Hbaly.  What  relation  are  those  men  to  you ! 

Mr.  BcHOESS.  Brothers. 

Mr.  Healt.  Are  you  a  married  man? 

Mr.  BuBOBse.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  lire  with  your  family  in  Duluth? 

Mr.  BuBOESs.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  How  old  are  you? 

Mr.  BuKOESB.  I  win  be  56  to-morrow. 

Mr.  Healt.  Mr.  Burgess,  do  you  know  Edward  Hines? 

Mr.  BuRQESS.  I  am  not  acquainted  with  bim. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  know  Mr.  C.  F.  Wiehe? 

Mr.  BuBOESS.  I  am  not  acquainted  with  him. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  Do  you  know  anybody  connected  with  the  Hines  Lum- 
ber Co.? 

Mr.  BuROESs.  I  know  Mr.  Cusson. 

Mr.  Healt.  Anybody  else? 

Mr.  Burgess.  No;  I  do  not  think  I  do. 

Mr.  Healt.  Have  you  had  any  business  relations  or  associations 
with  the  Edward  Hines  Lumber  Co.  or  any  of  its  officers? 

Mr.  Burgess.  We  had  some  business  relations  about  a  year  ago. 

Mr.  Healt.  What,  generally,  were  those  relations? 

Mr.  BtTROESB.  We  furnished  a  residence  being  built  by  Mr.  Cusson 
with  electric  supplies,  chandeliers,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  Healt.  Is  that  the  only  business  transaction  you  ever  had 
with  them? 

Mr.  Bttrgess.  We  had  a  business  transaction  some  8  or  10  years 
ago. 

Mr.  Healt.  In  any  of  those  business  transactions  what  were  your 
relations — friendly  or  otherwise! 

Mr.  BuRCJEss.  Friendly, 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  any  unfriendly  relations  or  unpleasantness  de- 
velop out  of  those  transactions? 

Mr.  BuROESB.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  Have  you  any  feeling  of  any  sort  against  any  of  the 
officers  of  the  Edward  Hines  Lumber  Co.? 

Mr.  BuROESs.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  Or  any  of  its  employees? 

Mr.  Burgess.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  Were  you  present  in  March,  1911,  at  a  conversation 
wherein  was  discussed  the  election  of  Senator  Lorimer? 

Mr.  Burgess.  On  March  8. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  year? 

Mr.  Burgess.  This  year,  1911, 

Mr.  Healt.  Where  did  that  conversation  take  place? 
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Mr.  BuHOESs.  It  took  place  in  the  smokiDg  room  of  the  Pullmgn 
car  on  the  Winnipeg  Flyer  from  Duluth  to  Virginia. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  time  of  day? 

Mr.  Bdbgbss.  From  about  8  to  8.30. 

Mr.  Heai.t.  What  time  did  you  leave  Duluth  that  night! 

Mr.  Bu«iB88.  7.10, 1  think. 

Mr.  Heal.t.  And  what  was  your  point  of  destination } 

iSx,  BuRGEBS.  Vii^inia. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  was  the  running  time  of  that  train  to  Virginia  t 

Mr.  BuBGEBS.  I  think  it  is  two  hours  and  five  minut«s,  if  I  mis- 
lake  not. 

Mr.  Healy.  When  you  boarded  that  train,  where  did  you  go? 
What  part  of  the  train  did  you  occupy ! 

Mr.  BcRQESS.  The  smoking  room  of  the  sleeping  car. 

Mr.  Healt.  In  any  particular  sleeping  car! 

Mr.  BuBQEss.  There  was  only  one  on  me  train. 

Mr.  Healy.  How  long  did  you  remain  in  that  smoking  com- 
partment ? 

Mr.  BuBOBse.  Until  we  arrived  at  Virjrinia. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  see  Mr.  C.  F.  Wiehe  in  that  smoking  com- 
partment? 

Mr.  BcBOEBa.  I  did. 

Mr.  Healy.  Who  else  was  in  there,  Mr  Burgess  t 

Mr.  BuBQEsa.  There  was  Mr.  Johnson,  Mr.  Cusson^Mr.  Frederidi  J. 
Weyerhaeuser,  Mr.  Harper,  of  Duluth,  and  Mr.  Rudolph  Weyer- 
haeuser,  and  a  young  gentleman  from  Canada,  at  various  times  dur- 
ing the  trip. 

Mr.  Healy,  Do  you  know  the  name  of  the  man  who  you  have 
characterized  as  a  young  gentleman  from  Canada? 

Mr.  Btjhgesb.  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  know  from  what  part  of  Canada  he  came! 

Mr.  BuBQEBs,  He  told  me.  My  impression  is  that  he  was  from 
Ke^na. 

Mr.  Healy.  How  old  a  man  was  he? 

Mr.  BuROEBS.  I  should  say  he  was  a  young  man — from  22  to  24 
him,  and  the  gentl^nan  from  Canada  sat  over  hy  the  window. 

Mi.  Healy.  Was  anybody  else  in  the  smoking  compartment  dur- 
ing the  time  you  occupied  it! 

Mr.  BcBOEss.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Mr.  Healy.  With  whom  did  you  have  the  talk  about  the  election 
of  Senator  Lorimer! 

Mr.  BtmoBss-  With  Mr.  Wiehe. 

Mr.  Healy.  At  the  time  of  that  conversation  who  was  present  in 
the  smoking  room  besides  you  and  Mr.  Wiehe? 

Mr.  Sdbqess.  The  gentleman  from  Canada. 

Mr.  Healy.  Anylxwy  else  ? 

Mr.  BuBGBSs.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  These  othw  men  whom  you  have  mentioned  had  occu- 
pied the  smokingcompartment  prior  to  that  time? 

Mr.  BtniGESs.  They  had. 

Mr.  Healy.  Or  aftes  the  conversation  ? 

Mr,  BuBOESs.  Prior  to  the  conversation. 
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Mr.  HsALT.  Where  did  you  sit  and  where  did  Mr.  Wiehe  sit,  and 
in  what  part  of  the  smoking  compartment  was  this  young  man  from 
Canada  during  this  conversation! 

Mr.  BuBQEHs.  Mr.  Wiehe  eat  on  the  leather  seat  that  runs  cross- 
wise ol  ^e  car  and  over  in  the  corner  next  to  the  aide  that  goes 
back  to  the  sleeping  compartment  I  sat  in  a  chair  right  next  to 
him  and  the  gentleman  from  Canada  sat  over  ^the  window. 

Mr,  Hbalt.  Were  you  sitting  opposite  Mr.  Wiehe  or  alongside  of 
him  I 

Mr.  BuROEas.  Well,  you  would  call  it  comerwise.  He  was  ^tting 
on  the  leather  seat,  and  niy  chair  was  right  next  to  the  leather  seat. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  how  far  fr<Mn  you  and  Mr.  Wiehe  was  this  young 
man  from  Canada? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Oh,  3  or  4-  feet. 

Mr.  Healy.  How  long  had  you  been  on  the  train  before  you  had 
this  talk  with  Mr.  Wiehe  1 

Mr.  Bdbgess.  I  should  judge  about  an  hour;  maybe  not  that  long. 

Mr.  Healy,  What  was  said  by  you  or  Mr.  Wiehe  on  that  oocasionf 

Mr.  BmtGESS.  Mr.  John  Weyerhaeuser  was  sitting  on  Mr.  Wiehe's 
left,  and  as  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser  left  the  smoking  compartment  I  asked 
Mr.  Wiehe  If  that  was  not  John  Weyerhaeuser,  and  he  replied  that  it 
was,  and  that  started  the  conversation.  I  can  not  remember  how  the 
conversation  drifted  over  onto  Lorimer's  election.  I  remember  mak- 
ing some  remark  regarding  the  election  of  Mr.  Lorimer,  and  Mr. 
Wiehe  asked  me  what  I  knew  about  Mr.  Lorimer's  ele^^ion,  and  I 
told  him  my  knowledge  consisted  of  information  gained  from  the 
Duluth  News-Tribune  and  the  Duluth  Evening  Herald  and  the  Chi- 
cago Examiner.  And  he  made  the  remark  that  I  did  not  know  veiy 
damn  much  about  it.  And  then  he  started  in  to  enlighten  me  in  re- 
gard to  Mr.  Lorimer's  election. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  did  he  say ! 

Mr.  BuRQEss.  He  said  that  Mr.  Lorimer  had  not  spent  any  of  his 
own  money  for  his  election,  but  there  was,  as  he  called  it,  a  jack  pot 
raised  for  Mr.  Lorimer's  election ;  and  he  made  the  remark — this  re- 
mark he  made  at  the  iinish  of  the  conversation — he  says: 

There  wae  a  Jack  pot  rolscij  for  Mr,  IjOrimer'a  electtoo.  I  know  wbat  I  am 
talking  abont,  because  I  subscribed  (10,000  to  it  myself. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  recall  anything  else  that  was  said? 

Mr.  BiiRGESs.  Yes.  He  asked  me,  during  the  conversation,  if  I 
had  ever  heard  of  the  Father  Green  episode,  and  I  told  him  I  had 
not. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  did  he  say  in  that  regard  ? 

Mr,  BiiBRESS.  I  told  him  I  had  not,  and  he  went  on  to  give  me  the 
explanation  of  the  Father  Green  ejjisode.  He  said  that  a  detective 
that  was  employed  by  a  private  detective  agency,  to  get  evidence 
against  Mr.  Loruner,  by  one  of  the  Chicago  newspapers — I  could  not 
say  positively  whether  it  was  the  Chicago  Kecord-Herald  or  the 
Chicago  Tribune,  as  he  had  mentioned  both  those  papers,  two  or 
three  different  times — and  this  detective  had  gone  to  Father  Green 
for  a  confession. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Who  had  gone  ? 

Mr.  BuRCESB.  The  detective.  And  during  his  confession  he  had 
confessed  to  Father  Green  what  he  was  doing;  and  Father  Green 
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hid  listened  to  the  ctmfession,  and  he  refused  to  give  him  ftbsoliiticui 
until  he  had  made  »  clean  breast  of  the  action  he  was  taking  in  the- 
Lorimer  case.  The  paper  that  was  supposed  to  have  emplOTed  this 
detective  agency  got  hoM  of  the  matter,  and  got  hold  of  one  of 
Father  Green'e  photographs,  and  was  coming  out  with  a  full  page 
with  Father  Green's  picture  and  his  interest  in  the  affair;  and  before 
they  printed  it  they  had  called  Father  Green  up  and  asked  him  if  he 
would  not  retract  certain  things  that  he  had  said.  Father  Green 
replied  that  he  would  not.  They  told  him,  then,  that  they  were  going 
to  come  out  with  a  full-page  phott^raph  of  him  in  the  paper,  with 
the  fall  facts  in  the  case ;  and  Father  Green  told  them  ttiat  if  they 
did,  and  he  had  enough  influence  in  Chicago,  he  would  cut  their 
circulation  down  50  per  cent. 

Mr.  Healt.  That  is  what  Mr.  Wiehe  told  you? 

Mr.  BoBeESfl.  Yes;  he  said  he  had  got  this  story  from  Father 
Green  himself. 

Mr.  Healt.  Was  anything  else  said  on  that  occasion! 

Mr.  BuBOESS.  I  do  not  know  that  there  was. 

Mr.  Hbaut.  Was  anything  said  about  the  Illinois  Legislature} 

Mr.  BuKOEBB.  Yes. 

Mr.  Heact.  What  was  said  about  that? 

Mr.  BuBGKSS.  Mr,  Wiehe  said  it  was  impossible  to  get  anything  of 
merit  through  the  Illinois  Legislature  without  the  use  of  money. 

Mr.  Healt.  Was  anything  else  said  by  either  of  yon  gentlemen? 

Mr.  Bdbqess.  I  do  not  remember  now.    I  do  not  call  to  mind. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  Mr.  Wiehe  tell  you  on  that  occasion  to  whom  he 
paid  the  $10,000? 

Mr.  BusoESS.  No,  sir. 

Mr,  Healt.  Did  he  tell  you  how  much  money  had  been  raised  to 
bring  about  or  secure  the  election  of  Mr.  Lorimer? 

Mr.  BuBGEss.  He  said  there  was  a  jack  pot  of  a  hundred  thousand. 

Mr.  Healt.  A  hundred  thousand  what? 

Mr.  BuROESS.  Dollars. 

Mr.  Healt.  Had  you  ever  met  Mr.  Wiehe  before  1 

Mr,  BraaEsa.  Never. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  know  who  he  was  when  you  saw  him  that 
niebt? 

Mr.  BiTBOESs.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Healt.  About  how  long  did  that  conversation  take  place,  Mr. 
Burgess? 

Nir,  Burgess.  Oh,  it  might  have  been  20  minutes,  I  could  not  say, 
positively. 

Mr.  Healt.  After  you  arrived  at  Virginia  that  night,  did  you  see 
Mr.  Wiehe  again  ? 

Mr.  Bttboebs.  I  did. 

Mr,  Healt.  Where? 

Mr.  Bdbgess.  At  the  hotel. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  have  him  pointed  out  to  you  in  any  way? 

Mr.  BuBoess.  As  I  went  into  the  hotel  I  met  W.  C.  Bailey  of  Du- 
luth,  and  I  asked  Mr.  Bailey  who  the  gentleman  with  tne  black 
whi^ers  was,  and  he  told  me  that  his  name  was — he  called  him 
"Wayhe" — Edward  Hines's  brother-in-law. 

Mr.  Healt.  Who  is  W.  C.  Bailey? 
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Mr.  BuRQEss.  He  is  a  lumberman  of  Virginia,  operating  iji  Vir- 
ginia*.   He  lives  in  Duluth. 

Mr.  Healy.  When  you  testified  before  the  committee  at  Spring- 
field you  Identified  a  picture  of  Mr.  Widie,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Bdboess.  I  did. 

Mr.  HEAiiT.  Did  you  talk  with  Mr.  Cook  that  night  at  the  hotel  in 
Virginia  1 

Mr.  BusQESs.  Ko,  sir. 

Mr.  Hkaly.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Edward  Hines  on  the  train  that 

Mr.  BuBQEes.  I  saw  Mr.  Hines  as  I  went  back  into  the  deeper  to 
get  my  overcoat  and  grip. 

Mr.  Heai.t.  What  Kind  of  a  country  is  it  through  which  this  liaJn 
runs  from  Duluth  to  Virginia  ? 

Mr.  BuBGESS.  It  is  a  barren  countrj. 

Mr.  Healt,  Is  it  wooded  or  otherwise  ? 

Mr.  BuBQESS.  Pai-tly  wooded  and  partly  cut  off. 

Mr,  Healt.  And  what  kind  of  a  town  is  Virginia ! 

Mr.  BuBOEBS.  It  is  a  mining  town  and  also  a  lumber  town. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  about  how  far  from  Duluth  is  the  town  of 
Virginia ! 

Mr.  BuBOESS.  Mj  impression  is  that  it  is  about  73  miles. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  were  a  witness  before  the  Helm  committee  at 
Springfield  ? 

Mr.  BuROBSS.  I  was. 

Mr.  Healy.  To  whom  did  you  first  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
you  had  participated  in  the  sort  of  a  conversation  whidi  you  have 
just  detailed  here? 

Mr.  BuHOESS.  Mr.  Bailey ;  W.  T.  Bailey. 

Mr.  Healy,  Well,  who  in  the  city  of  Chicago,  if  you  know,  who 
might  have  called  it  to  the  attention  of  that  committ«e! 

Mr.  Bdsuess.  I  do  not  know  as  I  understand  your  question. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  know  how  it  was  that  the  members  of  the 
Helm  committee  discovered  that  you  possessed  information  about 
this  matter  ? 

Mr.  BuBOESS.  No. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  write  a  letter  to  Mr.  Kohlsaat! 

Mr.  BuBOESs.  I  did. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  not  tell  Mr.  Kohlsaat  something  about  that 
conversation  in  that  letter? 

Mr.  BuBOESB.  I  did. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  about  when  was  that,  Mr.  Burgess?  I  mean 
when  with  reference  to  the  time  that  you  testified  before  the  Helm 
committee  ? 

Mr.  Btjrgess.  It  mig^t  have  been  10  days  or  14  days,  or  somewhere 
along  there;  I  could  not  say  positively. 

Mr,  Healy.  Are  you  associated  in  business  in  any  way  with  W.  H. 
Cook,  of  Duluth? 

Mr.  BuBOESS.  No,  sir, 

Mr.  Healy.  How  well  do  you  know  him? 

Mr.  BuBGEsa.  I  have  known  Mr.  Cook  for  years. 

Mr.  Healy.  Have  you  ever  talked  with  him  about  this  matter? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Healy.  Frequently? 
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Mr.  BcsoEes.  I  talked  with  him  once  about  it. 

Mr.  Healt.  When  was  thatf 

Mr.  Btjboess.  That  was  on  Thursday  morning,  March  10,  I  think. 

Mr.  Healt.  Where  was  (hat? 

Mr.  BuBOBsa.  That  was  on  the  train  coming  from  Virginia  to  Du- 
Intti. 

Mr.  Healt.  Coming  back ! 

Mr.  BuROESS.  Coming  back, 

Mr.  Healt.  Were  you  interested  in  that  lumber  company! 

Mr.  BnsQESs.  Xo,  sir. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  You  were  going  up  to  Virginia  on  other  business? 

Mr.  Bttboess.  On  other  ousiness. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  this  conversation  which  you  had  with  Mr.  Cook 
on  the  10th  of  March,  where  did  that  occur? 

Mr.  BmtGEBS.  That  occurred  in  the  smoking  car  on  the  Winnipeg 
Fiver. 

Mr.  Healt.  Was  it  in  reference  to  this  matter? 

Mr.  BnsoESS.  I  told  Mr.  Cook  what  Mr.  Wiehe  had  told  me  on 
the  way  up  there. 

Mr.  Healt.  Was  anybody  present  at  that  time  besides  you  and 
Mr.  Cook? 

Mr.  BoBOEsa.  Yes;  there  was  another  gentleman  who  occupied 
the  seat  double,  sitting  in  there  with  Mr.  Cook.  I  did  not  laiow 
who  he  was. 

Mr.  Healt.  Nobody  whom  you  knew  ? 

Mr.  BuROESs.  No;  I  did  not  know  him.  I  had  seen  him  around 
the  hotel  at  Vi^nia  on  Wednesday  with  Mr.  Cook  and  Mr.  O'Brien. 

Mr.  Healt.  Had  you  discussed  Mr.  Wiehe  with  Mr.  Cook  at  the 
hotel? 

Mr,  BuBQESs.  No. 

Mr.  Healt.  At  any  time  ? 

Mr.  BcBOESs.  No. 

Senator  Kern.  Mr.  Burgess,  did  you  not  regard  it  as  very  re- 
markable that  a  total  stranger  to  you,  in  a  public  place,  should 
make  a  confession  to  you  of  having  engaged  in  a  whidesale  system 
of  bribery ) 

Mr.  BuROESfi.  That  has  always  looked  peculiar  to  me.  That  is 
the  reason  that  I  made  inquiry  who  the  gentleman  was  when  I  got  in 
Virginia, 

Senator  Fletcher.  How  long  was  Mr.  Wiehe  in  the  smoker? 

Mr.  BuROBSS.  I  should  say  Mr.  Wiehe  left  the  smoker  about  half 
an  hour  or  20  minutes  before  we  got  to  Virginia. 

Senator  Fletcher.  You  have  not  stated  when  he  went  in,  and  you 
do  not  answer  the  question  how  long  he  was  there. 

Mr.  BuBGBSS.  He  came  in  the  smoking  room  before  the  train  left 
Duluth. 

Senator  Fletcher.  He  was  there,  then,  some  hour  and  a  half? 

Mr.  Bttkoess.  An  hour  and  a  half. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Were  you  all  smoking?  Was  he  smoking, 
and  were  the  others  present*smoking? 

Mr.  BuROESB.  He  was  smoking,  and  some  of  the  others  were,  and 
some  of  them  were  not.  Some  of  them  got  up  and  got  out  on  aC' 
count  of  the  smoke  being  too  thick. 
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Senator  Gamble.  When  did  you  write  to  Mr,  KtAilsaat  in  regard 
to  this  conversation  you  had  with  Mr.  Wiehe — the  substance  of  the 
conversation  i 

Mr.  BmtaEBS.  I  could  not  give  you  the  exact  date.  I  should  say 
it  was  10  days  to  two  weeks  mfore  the  Springfield  investigation. 

Senator  Gamble.  That  was  beforo  the  investigation  had  oem  taken 
up  in  Springfield  ? 

The  Chairman.  He  said  10  days  before. 

Senator  Gamble.  And  how  did  you  happen  to  write  these  facts 
to  Mr.  Kohlsaat? 

Mr.  BuBOESB.  I  did  that  upon  request. 

Senator  Gamble.  Who  requested  you  to  write? 

Mr.  BuBGESs.  Mr.  McManus,  of  Duluth. 

Senator  Gamble.  Who  is  Mr.  McManust 

Mr.  BtmoESS.  He  is  an  attorney  there. 

Senator  Gamble.  He  interviewed  you,  did  he?    Did  he  come  to  see 

youi 

Mr.  BuRQEsa.  I  told  him  about  the  conversation  pri*^  to  that  time. 

Senator  Gamble.  Then  he  came  to  see  you  afterwards? 

Mr.  BuBOBSB.  Yes. 
•  Senator  Gamble.  And  asked  you  to  write  to  Mr.  Kohlsaat! 

Mr.  BuBOESs.  Yes. 

Senator  Gamble.  And  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Kohlsaat,  substantially  as 
you  have  testified  on  the  stand? 

Mr.  BuRQESS.  Yes, 

The  Chairman.  You  may  cross-examine. 

Mr.  HiTNES.  Taking  the  matter  right  there,  Mr.  Burgess,  whose 
attorney  was  Mr.  McManus?  Was  he  yours  or  Mr,  Cotft's,  or  had 
he  been  engaged  in  any  litigation  witn  the  Edward  Hines  Lum- 
ber Co.? 

Mr,  BuBGESs.  No,  sir, 

Mr.  Htnes.  Whose  attorney  was  he? 

Mr.  Btjroess.  Mr.  McManus  does  some  biisiness  for  us. 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  mean 

Mr,  BuROE8B.  For  the  Burgess  Electric  Co. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  was  he  acquainted  with  Mr.  Cook? 

Mr.  Buboess.  I  could  not  say. 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  do  not  know  whether  he  is  or  not? 

Mr.  Bubgess.  No. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Do  you  know  of  any  litigation  he  has  been  in,  in  con- 
nection with  (he  Edward  nines  Lumber  Co.? 

Mr.  Btibqebs.  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Hynes.  When  did  you  tell  him  this  story? 

Mr.  BiiBREss.  Oh,  I  think  it  was  a  day  or  two  after  1  came  back 
from  Virginia. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  meet  him  by  accident,  or  go  to  him  to  tell 
him? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  think  F  was  up  in  his  office. 

Mr.  Hynes.  On  business? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Other  than  to  tell  this  story? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  What  was  the  nature  of  the  business,  if  I  may  ask! 

Mr,  Burgess.  I  could  not  tell  you  that.  ,  -  . 
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Mr.  Hyneh.  Was  it  prof esaonal  business  1 

Mr.  BnBaBSS.  I  tbinK  perhaps  it  was. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Do  you  remember  any  profes^onal  business  you  had 
which  required  his  services  atthat time  1 

Mr.  BuBOEss.  I  think  at  that  time  he  was  having  a  case  for  us;  a 
suit  against  a  man  in  Hibbing. 

Mr.  Htkes.  Is  Mr.  McMnnus  here  in  Washingtont 

Mr.  BuBHEss.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  When  have  you  seen  him  last! 

Mr.  BuRQEss.  I  966  Mr.  McManus  every  three  or  four  days,  scMue- 
times  every  day. 

Mr.  Htnbb.  Have  you  talked  with  him  about  this  matter  chi  those 
occasions! 

Mr.  BuBGESs.  I  think  we  have  had  two  or  three  conversations;  I 
could  not  say  pontively. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Lately? 

Mr.  BuBGEes.  No. 

Mr.  Htnes.  How  recently  was  the  last? 

Mr.  BuBGESS.  I  think  I  saw  Mr.  McManus  a  week  ago  Sunday. 

Mr.  Htmes.  Did  you  talk  with  him  about  it? 

Mr.  Bukgebs.  I  merely  said  I  was  going  to  Washington. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  talk  this  story  over? 

Mr.  BuBGEse,  No, 

Mr.  Hynks,  Have  you  talked  this  story  over  wiUi  him  at  any  time 
since  you  first  related  it,  as  you  say? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  could  not  state  positi^-ely  whether  I  had  or  not. 

Mr.  Htnes.  When  did  you  last  see  Mr,  Cook? 

Mr.  BuBGEss.  I  saw  Mr.  Cook — I  think  it  was  last  Monday. 

Mr,  Htnes.  Where? 

Mr.  Btjbgebs,  In  his  office. 

Mr.  Htnes.  In  Dnluth  ? 

Mr.  BuBOESfl.  Yes. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Before  starting  from  there  for  here? 

Mr,  Buroess.  Yes. 

Mr,  Htnes.  Did  yon  talk  this  matter  over  with  him  then? 

Mr.  Buroess.  No  ;  I  simply  told  him  I  was  coming  down  to  Wash- 
ington ;  had  ben  subpcenaed  and  was  coming  down. 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  did  not  go  over  it  any  manner  with  him? 

Mr.  Buroess,  No. 

Mr.  Htnes.  What  did  he  say  when  you  told  him  that? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  think  about  the  only  remark  he  made  was  that  I 
would  have  a  hot  time  down  here. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Was  he  talking  about  the  weather? 

Mr.  Bubgess.  I  guess  that  was  it. 

Mr.  Htnes,  Did  he  tell  you  to  make  it  hotter  for  them  down  here? 

Mr.  Burgess.  No. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  he  use  the  language,  "Give  them  hell  when  you 
get  down  there  ? " 

Mr.  Burgess.  No  ;  he  did  not. 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  (old  him  about  this  on  the  way  down  on  Thurs- 
day morning,  you  say? 

Mr.  Bcbgess.  March  10. 

Mr.  Hynes.  How  do  you  fix  it — ^by  the  day  of  the  month? 

Mr.  Bubgess.  By  the  day  of  the  month;  yes,  iiiolc 
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Mr.  Htnes.  You  are  able  to  fix  your  coming  down  by  the  day 
of  the  month ) 

Mr.  BnnoEes.  Comiog  down  on  Thursday  morning. 

Mr.  Hthes.  And  that  was  the  10th,  you  are  sure! 

Mr.  BuBQESB.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes,  In  your  former  testimony  before  the  Helm  committee 
in  Springfield  you  said  on  the  morning  of  Wednesday. 

Mr.  BuBOESS.  No ;  I  did  not 

Mr.  Hynes.  I  did  not  know  but  you  had  refreshed  your  recol- 
lection. 

Mr.  BuROESs.  No. 

Mr,  Hynes.  Was  this  question  put  to  you  by  Chairman  Helm  of 
the  committee,  on  page  113  of  the  prmted  record  of  the  Helm 
committee : 

Cbairman  Helu.  Yim  told  Mr.  Bnllej-  at  the  hotel?— A.  Tea,  And  Wednes- 
day morning,  going  down  from  Virginia  on  the  aanie  train — the  Winnipeg 
Flyer,  wtilob  leaves  Virginia  alKiut  6  o'elocli.  If  I  remember  rigbt— Mr.  Cook 
was  on  the  train,  and  Mr.  Cook,  wbo  iB  connected  wltti  the  Virginia  &  Rainy 
Lake  Lumber  Co..  and  1  was  telling  him  about  the  stateme:it  Mr.  Wlebe  Iiad 
made. 

Now,  was  that  your  answer  before  the  Helm  committee! 

Mr.  BuBGESS.  All  except  the  date. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  riot  make  that  statement  "  Wednesday  morn- 
ing," without  giving  the  day  of  the  month ! 

Mr.  BuROESS..  I  do  not  thmk  I  did. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Have  you  refreshed  your  recollection  in  any  mann^ 
since? 

Mr.  BtTRQESs.  I  have  not. 

Mr.  Htnbs.  Have  you  read  your  testimony  since  that  time ! 

Mr.  BuBQESS.  Not  that  part  of  it. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Have  you  not  read  all  of  your  testimony  before  the 
Helm  committee? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  have  not. 

Mr.  Htnes.  When  did  you  read  any  portion  of  it! 

Mr.  BuKGBSfl.  I  think  on  Thursday  afternoon. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Last! 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hymbs.  Here! 

Mr.  BusGESs.  Here. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Who  gave  it  to  you ! 

Mr.  Burgess-  I  think  I  obtained  it  of  that  lady  sitting  over  there 
[Miss  Lawler],  if  I  mistake  not;  I  do  not  know.  I  got  it  from  a 
lady. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Why  did  you  not  read  it  all  after  you  got  it  from  Miss 
Lawler ! 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  did  not  want  to. 

Mr.  Hynea.  Did  not  want  to? 

Mr.  Burgess.  No. 

Mr.  Hynes.  How  were  you  able  to  select,  without  reading  it  all, 
what  you  wanted  to  read? 

Mr.  BcRGBSs.  I  could  not  answer  that  question  why  I  did  not.  I 
did  not  consider  it  necessary. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Where  did  you  begin  to  read — where  your  name 
appears  ? 
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Mr.  BoKOESs.  Yes. 

Mr.  Htnbs.  And  did  you  read  through  to  the  end! 

Mr.  BtmoESS.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Htkes.  Where  did  you  stop! 

Mr.  BuROEss.  I  stopped  where  a  mistake  had  been  made  as  to  my 
residence  or  office  place  of  business  in  Duluth. 

Mr.  Htneb.  Was  that  toward  the  end? 

Mr.  Bi^RGEss.  No ;  I  think  it  is  in  the  first  part  of  the  testimony. 

Mr.  Htnes,  Did  vou  read  any  portion  of  your  testimony  with  re- 
spect to  Mr.  Wiehe ! 

Mr.  Burgess.  No. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Why  did  you  not  read  that?  Why  did  you  stop  when 
you  got  to  the  address  of  your  place  of  bosinessc 

Mr.  BuBGESs.  Because  I  saw  there  was  a  mistake,  and  I  stop^iei. 

Mr.  HrNES.  Because  they  had  the  place  of  business  erroneously 
reported  ? 

Mr.  BuHOESfl.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  come  to  the  conclusion  then  that  the  testi- 
mony that  was  in  this  book  was  wholly  unreliable,  because  there  was 
a  mistake  as  to  the  number  of  your  residence  f 

Mr.  BoKGESS.  Np. 

Mr.  Hykes.  Do  you  mean  that  we  should  now  understand  that 
when  you  came  to  that  point  at  the  beginning  of  your  testimony, 
because  of  an  error  in  the  number  of  your  residence  or  place  of 
business,  you  stopped  reading? 

Mr.  BuKQEes.  I  stopped  reading  right  there. 

Mr.  Htkes.  Did  this  lady  hand  it  to  you,  or  did  you  ask  for  the 
book! 

Mr.  Bdbqess.  I  think  I  asked  Mr.  Marble  for  it.  I  would  not  be 
positive. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Mr.  Marble?    This  sentleman  here? 

Mr.  BCROESS.  I  think  it  was  he  wnom  I  asked  for  it. 

Mr,  Htt«e8.  What  did  you  want  it  for — to  see  whether  the  num- 
ber of  your  residence  was  correct  or  not? 

Mr.  BuHOESs.  No. 

Mr.  Htnes.  What  did  you  ask  him  for  it  for  ? 

Mr.  BuRGBas.  I  could  not  say — just  out  of  curiosity. 

Mr.  Htnes.  We  will-give  you  just  a  pause  to  think  and  see  if  you 
can  not  find  out  what  your  motive  or  reason  was  for  wanting  to  read 
it  or  look  at  it. 

Mr.  BuHOEBS.  Because  of  curiosity,  was  all,  I  guess. 

Mr.  Htnes,  You  were  interested  to  know  what? 

Mr.  Burgess.  To  see  the  book. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Just  to  see  the  volume? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Why  did  you  turn  to  your  own  testimony  and  read 
as  far  as  your  address! 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  could  not  say  why  I  did  it. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Can  you  tell  why  you  stopped  there  simply  because 
there  was  an  error  in  your  numDer! 

Mr.  Burgess.  No. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Is  it  not  a  fact,  now,  upon  reflection,  Mr.  Burgess, 
that  you  read  it  through? 

Mr.  Bdrobss.  No,  sir;  I  did  not. 
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Mr.  Hynes.  It  is  not  a  fact  that  you  did  not  read  it  throu^  be- 
cause of  this  error  of  "  Wednesday  "  instead  of  "  Thursday,"  as  you 
say  it  is! 

Mr.  BuBOESS.  I  saw  there  was  an  error  there  and  I  stopped. 

Mr.  Htnxs.  Had  you  lost  confidence  in  the  book ! 

Mr.  BuBGESS.  No ;  I  do  not  know  that  I  had. 

Mr.  HrNBB.  You  did  not  want  to  read  all  your  testimony,  in  oitJer 
not  to  mislead  you ! 

Mr.  BuKflBas.  It  was  not  necessary  to  read  it. 

Mr,  Htkes.  It  was  not  necessary  to  ask  for  it,  either,  was  it  i 

Mr.  Burgess,  I  do  not  suppose  it  waa 

Mr.  Htnes.  If  you  did  not  intend  to  read  it  to  refresh  your  recol- 
lection, it  was  not  necessary  to  ask  for  it! 

Mr.  BimoBBS.  I  do  not  suppose  it  was. 

Mr.  Hynbs.  Why  did  you  think  it  was  not  necessary  to  read  it, 
having  asked  for  it  and  procured  it! 

Mr.  Buroess.  I  had  the  points  memorized;  that  is,  I  remembered 
die  conversation  in  general;  did  not  think  it  was  neceseary  to  read 
it  over;  it  was  so  hot  in  there  I  was  trying  to  keep  cool  just  then. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  you  thought  it  would  make  you  hot,  did  you,  and 
fulfill  the  prophecy  of  Mr.  Codr ! 

Mr.  Borobss.  I  did  not  think  anything  about  that. 

Mr.  HvNBB.  If  you  read  it  alU 

Mr.  Boroebs.  I  did  not  think  anything  about  that. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  you  memorize  it! 

Mr.  BcROESs.  I  did  not  read  it. 

Mr.  Hynes.  What  did  you  mean  by  the  word  "  meancnized  " ! 

Mr.  BuROESS.  I  had  reference  to  the  conversation  on  the  train. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  where  did  you  memorize  that! 

Mr.  BuROESS.  Where  did  I  memorize  that! 

Mr.  Hynes.  Yes. 

Mr.  Burgess.  Why,  from  the  conversation  as  it  took  place  mi  the 
train.    It  was  extraordinary,  and  it  kind  of  sticks  in  my  memory. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Wliat  did  you  mean  by  the  word  "  memorized  "! 

Mr.  BuROEss,  Kept  in  mind. 

Mr.  Hynes.  That  is  what  you  meant! 

Mr.  BuROESS.  Yes;  that  is  what  I  meant. 

Mr.  Hynis.  Did  you  read  any  account  of  it  in  the  newspapers! 

Mr.  Burgess.  Of  my  testimony ! 

Mr.  Hynes,  Of  your  testimony  before  the  Helm  ctHnmitteet 

Mr.  BuROESS,  No, 

Mr,  Hynes.  Never  saw  it  in  the  papers! 

Mr.  Burgess.  No. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Never  read  it! 

Mr.  Burgess.  Never  read  it  in  the  paper  at  all. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  had  no  curiosity  to  see  what  the  paper  said  about 
it,  or  how  you  were  reported? 

Mr.  Bttroess.  No. 

Mr.  Hynbs.  Did  anybody  send  your  testimony  before  the  Helm 
committee  to  you ! 

Mr.  Bdroess.  No. 

Mr.  Hynbs.  From  Springfield! 

Mr.  Burgess,  No. 

Mr,  Hynes,  From  Washington! 
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Mr.  BuBOBSB.  No. 

Mr.  HrNEfi.  Or  from  anywhere  elae  1 

Mr.  BmtoEss.  No. 

Mr.  Htnes.  And  you  never  saw  your  testimony  in  print  t 

Mr.  BuKGESB.  I  never  did. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  only  saw  it  in  print  in  this  volume  is  far  as 
your  address  t 

Mr.  BuRGEse.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Htmes.  What  did  you  do  with  the  bo<^  after  you  read  ae  fur 
as  your  address) 

Mr.  BoROESS.  I  gave  it  back  to  the  lady  about  five  minutes  after. 

Mr.  HrNBB.  Now,  Mr.  Burf^s,  what  was  your  business,  going  to 
Virginia  on  the  night  of  the  8th,  did  you  say  t 

Mr.  BuBOBsa  Yes. 

Mr.  Htnes.  I  should  like  to  have  you  tell  me  asain  before  I  pass 
from  it,  how  you  fix  Thursday  as  the  10th  of  MarcE^ 

Mr.  BuROBSs.  In  this  manner,  that  I  went  up  on  Tuesday  the  8th ; 
I  think  Tuesday  was  the  8th  of  March ;  stayed  in  Vii^nia  all  day 
Wednesday  and  came  back  Thursday  morning  and  transacted  busi- 
ness in  Virginia  and  Eveleth. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  see  Mr,  Cook  on  the  train  going  up? 

Mr.  BcROESS,  I  saw  Mr.  Cook  as  I  went  back  in  the  sleepw  to 
get  my  overcoat  and  grip. 

Mr,  Htneb.  He  was  in  the  sleeper,  was  he! 

Mr,  BuROESB.  He  was  in  the  sleeper,  I  think. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  mean  that  same  car  in  which  this  smoking  com- 
partment was? 

Mr,  BmtQEBS.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Whereabouts  in  that  sleeper  was  he? 

Mr.  BuROESS.  I  could  not  locate. 

Mr.  Hynes.  On  which  aide,  ot  what  end,  or  in  the  middle,  or 
whereabouts  did  you  see  him  ? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  could  not  say.  When  I  went  back  in  the  car  to 
get  my  overcoat  and  grip  the  whistle  had  blown  for  Virginia,  and 
tney  were  all  of  them  standing  up  ready,  with  their  grips  in  their 
hands,  to  go  out 

Mr.  Htnes.  Where  did  you  see  Mr.  Cook,  then  ? 

Mr.  Btiroess.  I  could  not  say  what  portion  of  the  car  he  was  in. 

Mr.  Htnes.  In  what  place  were  your  grip  and  coat?  In  what 
part  of  the  car? 

Mr.  BuKOEee.  I  should  say  they  were  down  somewhere  toward  the 
rear  end  of  the  car.    I  would  not  say  positively. 

Mr.  Htnes.  \Vhat  do  you  mean  by  the  rear  end — away  from  the 
smoker  ? 

Mr,  BuROESS.  Away  from  the  smoking  compartment. 

Mr.  Htnes.  The  smoking  compartment  was  in  the  forward  end 
of  the  car  as  it  went  north  ? 

Mr.  Buroess.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  speak  to  Mr.  Cook  there?  Or  how  much 
did  you  speak  to  him.  if  at  all? 

Mr.  BuRQEss,  I  could  not  say  whether  I  spoke  to  Mr.  Cook  on  the 
train  or  not.  If  I  did,  it  was  just  merely  "How  do  you  do?"  or 
something  like  that, 

Mr.  Htnes,  Did  you  go  out  with  him  ? 
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Mr.  BuHOESs.  No, 

Mr.  Htne8.  With  whom  did  you  walk  out? 

Mr.  Bdbgess.  Nobody. 

Mr.  Htnbs,  Did  you  go  to  the  hotel  alone? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  did. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Were  you  in  company  with  anybody  ? 

Mr.  BuROESe.  I  was  not. 

Mr.  Hynes.  What  was  your  business  in  Virginia  City? 

Mr.  BoBGEBS.  I  had  gone  up  there  to  do  business  with  a  firm  doing 
business  there. 

Mr,  Htnes.  Who  were  they? 

Mr.  BuROESS.  A  gentleman  by  the  name  of  France. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Where  is  his  place  of  business? 

Mr.  BuBOESS.  I  could  not  ^ve  you  the  street,  because  I  am  not 
acquainted  with  the  names  of  the  streets  in  Virginia.  It^ia  about  a 
block,  I  think,  from  the  First  National  Bank,  north. 

Mr.  Htnes.  What  is  his  full  name? 

Mr.  BnBGEBS.  Clyde  R.  France. 

Mr.  Hynes.  What  is  his  business? 

Mr.  BuBGESs.  Electric. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  you  were  selling  him  supplies? 

Mr.  BuROESS.  Yes. 

Mr,  Htkes.  Did  you  sell  him? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  did. 

Mr.  Hynes,  You  had  a  transacti<m  on  that  day? 

Mr.  Burgess.  On  Wednesday, 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  refresh  your  recollection  by  the  date  of  that  I 

Mr.  Burgess.  Xo,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  When  you  got  to  the  hotel  was  Mr.  Bailey  sitting 
there  or  had  he  been  on  the  train  ? 

Mr.  BuRCEss.  No ;  he  was  sitting  there. 

Mr,  Hynes.  Had  he  been  on  the  train? 

Mr.  Burgess.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  are  sure  of  that? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Positive, 

Mr.  Hynes.  'Who,  besides  Mr.  Cook,  that  you  knew  did  you  see 
in  that  car  ? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  recognized  Mr.  Hines  in  the  car  from  pictures 
I  had  seen  of  Mr.  Hines. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Anybody  else? 

Mr.  BuRORSs.  Mr.  Rudolph  Weyerhaeuser  was  on  the  car  and  Mr. 
John  Weyerhaeuser  was  on  the  car,  and,  I  think,  it  is  young  Fred- 
erick Weyerhaeuser,  of  St.  Paul,  who  was  on  the  car.  And  there 
was  a  gentleman  from  Cloquet  on  the  car. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  mean  in  the  open  portion  of  the  car? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Who  was  it? 

Mr.  Bttroess,  I  can  not  think  of  his  name.  He  is  the  manager 
for  the  Cloquet  Lumber  Co. 

Mr,  Hynes.  It  is  not  Mr,  Cusson? 

Mr.  Burgess.  No. 

Mr,  Hynes,  Mr.  Hornby? 

Mr.  BuROESS.  That  is  the  gentleman. 

Mr.  Hynes  He  was   there? 
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Mr.  BuROESfl.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Anvbody  e!sp? 

Mr.  BuBOESS.  There  was  a  jrentleman  on  the  train  there  that  I  was 
afterwards  told  was  Mr.  William  O'Brien.  I  did  not  know  him  at 
the  time. 

Mr,  Htnes.  Where  was  he,  in  the  same  car( 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  think  he  was  on  the  train.  I  would  not  be  positive 
about  that. 

Mr,  Hyneb.  Was  he  with  Mr.  Cook  when  you  saw  Mr.  Cook? 

Mr.  BcRG&as.  I  could  not  say  as  to  thai. 

Mr,  Htnbs.  Were  they  sitting  together? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  could  not  say  whether  they  were  or  not.  We  were 
pulling  into  Virginia  and,  as  I  say,  most  of  them  had  their  overcoats 
on  and  their  grips  in  their  hands,  waiting  for  the  train  to  stop. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Can  you  not  recall  the  picture  as  you  saw  it  there  J 

Mr.  Burgess.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Whether  they  were  sitting  or  standing  upt 

Mr.  BmtOESS.  No. 

Mr.  Hynes.  That  was  the  only  car  thart  you  were  in? 

Mr,  Burgess.  That  was  the  only  car  that  I  was  in. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Now,  at  the  hotel,  when  you  got  there,  whom  did  you 
see  that  was  in  the  cart 

Mr.  BuROEBB.  The  gentleman  with  the  black  whiskers. 

Mr.  Hynes.  To  whom  do  you  refer! 

Mr.  BuROEss.  Mr.  Wiehe. 

Mr.  HiNEs.  Anybody  else! 

Mr.  Burgess,  I  could  not  say  poeitively. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  see  Mr.  O'Brien  there  t 

Mr.  BuBOESs.  I  saw  Mr.  O'Brien  later  in  the  eTening. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  you  talk  with  him? 

Mr.  BuROESS.  No. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  Did  you  not  see  Mr.  Cook  there? 

Mr.  BcRGEBS.  I  think  I  saw  Mr.  Cook  later  in  the  evening. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  talk  with  him  ? 

Mr.  BuROESB.  No;  not  that  night. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Mr.  Bailey  was  the  only  one  that  you  can  recall  that 
you  spoke  with  that  night  in  the  hotel? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Mr.  Bailey  is  the  onl^  one  I  spoke  to  as  I  went  into 
the  hotel.  When  I  got  through  with  the  conversation  with  Mr. 
Bailey,  I  went  out  and  went  down  the  street- 
Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  not  meet  any  of  these  gentlemen  then? 

Mr.  BusoEss.  No. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Then  I  sar  that  that  night  Mr.  Bailey  is  the  only 
gentleman  that  you  talked  to? 

Mr.  Bniiaefls.  Yes ;  in  the  hotel. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  Or  outside  of  the  hotel  ? 

Mr.  BiTROEBS.  No;  I  wa.s  down  to  Mr.  France's  e&ce. 

Mr.  Hynes.  I  mean  any  of  those  gentlemen  who  were  on  the  train. 

Mr.  BtTBGESS.  No. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  Did  you  talk  with  Mr.  Cook  at  all  that  night  after 
he  got  off  the  train  ? 

Mr.  BtTRoEBS.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 


101183— PT  0—11- 


3dbvGoOg[e 


1848  SENATOB  FROM   ILUNOIS, 

Mr.  Hynes,  Now,  we  will  go  back,  if  you  please.  Just  tell  us 
exactly  where  you  sat  in  that  smoking  car. 

Mr.  BusQESS.  Can  I  draw  a  diagram  of  the  smoking  compartment, 
showing  just  where  I  sat! 

Mr.  HyuEa.  Yes.    Here  is  a  piece  of  paper  on  which  to  draw  it. 

(The  witness  proceeded  to  draw  a  diagram.) 

Mr.  Hynes,  Tell  us  which  is  the  forward  end  of  the  smoking  com- 
partment. 

Mr.  BoFCESfl.  This. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Mark  an  "  F  "  there. 

Mr.  BuROEss.  I  will  mark  it  "  Forward  end." 

Mr.  Hynes,  Now,  designate  there  by  words  what  those  marks  in- 
dicate.   It  is  an  entrance,  but  an  entrance  from  where? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  will  put  "  Door "  there,  into  the  passage  going 
tmck. 

Mr,  Hynes.  What  is  this  entrance  here? 

Mr.  Burgess.  The  toilet 

Mr.  Hynes.  Write  it  there  so  that  there  will  be  no  dispute  about  it, 

Mr.  BuRoess.  Very  weJl. 

Mr,  Hynes.  Now,  hold  it  up  so  tliat  the  committee  can  see  it. 
See  if  I  designate  it  correctly.    This  is  the  leather  seat? 

The  Chairman.  Running  crosswavH  of  tlie  car? 

Mr,  Burgess.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  at  the  rear  end.  toward  tlic  rear  end  of  the  train. 

The  Chairman.  The  lower  end  of  the  smoking  compartment? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  This  is  the  door  entering  from  this  corridor.  Is  that 
right? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes;  coming  in  from  there. 

Mr,  Hynes.  That  is  the  door  coming  in  from  the  aisle  into  the 
smoking  room  ? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes. 

Mr,  Hanecy,  On  the  forward  right  hand  side  ? 

Mr.  Hynes.  Yes;  the  right  hand  side  of  the  train,  and  right  oppo- 
site the  smoking  room,  which  is  the  forward  end.  He  has  already 
testified  to  that. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Yes ;  but  it  does  not  describe  your  description  where 
die  door  is. 

Mr.  BuKGESS.  That  is  marked,  "  end  of  corridor." 

Mr.  Hynes.  Now,  make  an  aisle  down  through  there  in  the  middle 
of  the  car. 

Mr,  Burgess.  That  is  it. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Have  you  the  window  indicated? 

Mr.  Hynes.  Indicate  tlip  window. 

Mr.  Burgess,  I  think  there  were  three  windows,  but  I  am  not 
positive  about  the  windows, 

Mr.  Hynes.  Put  the  window  near  the  seat  that  has  been  spoken  of. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  is  on  the  left-hand  side? 

Mr,  Hynes,  Yes,  I  want  him  to  put  it  in.  Now,  if  you  will  hold 
the  diagram  like  that,  I  will  try  and  describe  it  to  the  committee,  as 
these  words  can  not  be  read  at  the  distance  they  are  from  you.  This 
represents  the  smoking  compartment? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  And  what  is  "  this  " ! 
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Mr.  Hynes.  They  are  simply  lines. 

The  Chairman.  Is  it  marked  there? 

Mr.  Htnes.  It  is  marked  "  passage."  That  is  the  aisle  that  passes 
by  the  smoking  room  going  from  the  platform  outside  into  the  main 
portion  of  the  car? 

Mr.  BmtOESS.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  this  marked  "  door  "  is  the  entrance  from  that 
passageway  into  the  smoking  compartment? 

Mr.  BuRGEBB.  Correct. 

Mr.  Hynes.  What  is  marked  here  '"  washbowls  "  are  to  the  tight  or 
the  rear  end  of  the  smoking  compartment? 

The  Chairman.  Not  the  rear  end — the  forward  end. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Yes;  that  is  riglit — the  forward  end — because  it  is 
going  that  way,  but  to  the  right  as  you  entered  it  ? 

Mr.  BuROESs.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  the  leather  settee,  as  you  have  described  it,  is  at 
the  rear  end  of  that  smoking  car,  and  to  your  left  as  you  enter  the 
smoking  compartment? 

Mr.   BuROESS.  Correct. 

Mr.  HrnES.  And  what  are  these  two  squares? 

Mr.  Bl'roess.  Chairs. 

The  CiLAiRMAN.  On  the  right  of  the  smoking  room  next  to  the 
passage  ? 

Mr.  Hynes.  What  are  these? 

Mr,  BiTROESs.  Chairs;  two  of  them. 

Mr.  Hynes.  What  is  this  other ! 

Mr.  BuROBSS.  Chairs. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  is  on  the  left-hand  side  toward  the  center? 

Mr.  BtHGESfl.  Yes. 

Mr,  Htnes.  That  is  on  the  right-hand  side. 

Ifr.  BuROEfiH.  Facing  the  front  end  of  the  train. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Nearly  opposite  the  entrance! 

Mr.  Bl'rgess.  Yea. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  this  is  the  continuation  of  the  passageway  around 
into  the  open  part  of  the  car? 

Mr.  BrRQESs.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  that  is  to  the  rear  of  the  smoking  compartment? 

Mr.  BrRCEss.  That  is  to  the  rear  of  the  smoking  compartment. 

The  CnAraMAN.  What  is  marked  on  that  diagram  as  being  the 
rear  of  the  smoking  compartment? 

Mr.  Burgess.  That  is  the  leather  seat. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  is  the  partition  between  the  two  parts? 

The  Chairman.  I  mean  the  other  end. 

Mr.  BrsGESs.  That  is  the  leather  seat. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  the  leather  seat  that  crosses  the  smoking 
room? 

Mr.  BuRfiEss.  Yes ;  the  entire  width. 

The  Chairman.  And  backs  up  against  the  rear  partition  of  the 
smoking  compartment? 

Mr.  BuBGESs.  Yes. 

Mr.  HiTJES.  Now,  will  you  tell  us  just  where  you  sat  there?  Point 
out  where  you  sat. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Mark  it  with  your  initials. 

The  Chairman.  And  mark  where  each  person  sat. 
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Mr.  Hynes.  That  is  marked  "  Biirgess."  Now,  mark  where  Mr, 
Wiehe  sat. 

Mr.  Burgess.  He  sat  there  where  I  marked  "  Wiehe." 

Mr.  HANEcy.  What  are  the  initials  that  he  put  on  for  himself! 

Mr,  Burgess.  I  marked  "  Burgess." 

Mr.  Hanecy.  What  did  he  put  on  where  Mr.  Wiehe  sat! 

Mr.  BuBGEss.  I  marked  "  Wiehe." 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  have  got  it  spelled  wrong. 

Mr.  Burgess.  Oh,  that  is  Weyerhaeuser. 

Mr.  Hynes.  He  sat  there ! 

Senator  Gamble.  Does  it  matter  where  Weyerhaeuser  sat,  or  any 
of  the  other  gentlemen,  except  the  three,  wnen  this  conversation 
occurred? 

Mr,  Hynes.  It  may  be  important.  Now,  mark  where  Mr.  Wiehe 
sat. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  What  is  there  to  indicate  where  Mr.  Wiehe  sat! 

Mr.  Burgess.  Here  is  Mr,  Wiehe.  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser  sat  in  tht 
comer  and  Mr.  Wiehe  next  to  him, 

Mr,  Hanect.  And  what  indicates  Mr.  Wiehe? 

Mr,  Hynes,  His  name.  After  he  has  put  these  down  I  intend  to 
read  them. 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  got  a  pretty  good-sized  seat  here.  This  is  John 
Weyerhaeuser's  seat ;  and  Fredenck  Weyerhaeuser  sat  there  and  Mr, 
Wiehe  there,  and  John  Weyerhaeuser 

Mr.  Hynes.  Who  sat  next  to  John  Weyerhaeuser? 

Mr.  Burgess.  The  man  from  Canada. 

Mr,  Hynes.  Who  sat  next  to  him  ? 

Mr.  Burgess.  The  four  of  them  filled  the  seat  up. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Then  the  man  from  Canada 

Mr.  Burgess,  He  sat  next  to  the  window. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Now,  I  will  read  it  just  as  it  is  here.  He  has  the 
name  "  F.  Weyerhaeuser  "  on  the  end  of  the  seat  next  to  the  passage. 
Next  to  him  and  to  his  left  is  "  Mr,  Wiehe,"  and  next  to  Mr.  Wiehe 
and  to  Mr.  Wiehe's  left  is  "  John  Weyerhaeuser." 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Will  you  be  kind  enough  to  read  what  indicates 
Mr,  Wiehe? 

Mr.  Hynes.  The  names  that  I  am  calling.  And  on  the  other  end 
of  the  seat  is  written  "Man  from  Canada,"  who  sat  next  to  the 
window.    That  filled  the  seat — those  four? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  the  seat  in  the  rear  of  the  room? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes. 

Mr,  Hynes.  Now,  who,  if  anybody,  occupied  the  other  two  chairs 
as  YOU  have  drawn  them  there ! 

Mr.  Burgess.  Mr.  Johnson  occupied  this  chair  here  [indicating], 

Mr.  Hynes.  That  is  opposite  whom? 

Mr,  Burgess.  Opposite  the  man  from  Canada,  and  also  opposite 
the  door  entering  tne  smoking  compartment, 

Mr,  Hynes.  That  is,  facii^  the  door,  if  not  immediately  opposite? 

Mr,  Burgess.  Yes;  and  i/R.  Cusson  sat  here  [indicating], 

Mr,  Hynes.  That  was  back  of  you,  was  it? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Back  of  me. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Or  forward,  as  the  car  was  going? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Forward  of  me  as  the  train  was  going. 
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Mr.  HrNES.  And  behind  you  from  the  others? 

Mr.  BuBQESS.  He  sat  between  me  and  the  entrance  to  the  smoking 
room. 

Mr.  HvNEB.  Do  you  remember  anybody  el&e  that  was  ui  that  »nok- 
ing  cmnpartment  during  that  evening? 

Mr,  BuBGEBB.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Who  else  t 

Mr.  BuKOEss.  Rudolph  Weyerhaeuser  came  in  and  stood  up,  lean- 
ing against  the  washbowls,  and  also  Mr.  Harper,  of  Duluth. 

Mr.  Htkbs.  Anybody  else! 

Mr.  BuvoBSS.  Not  that  I  remember. 

Mr.  Hynes.  How  long  did  Mr.  Harper  remain  in  there! 

Mr.  BuBOEBs.  Oh,  he  might  have  remained  there  10  miiiut«sj  I 
do  not  think  much  longer  than  that. 

Mr.  Htnbs.  Did  he  remain  that  long!  I  want  to  get  some  esti- 
mate. 

Mr.  BuBQESs.  I  am  giving  it  to  you  as  near  as  I  can  remember. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Your  best  recollection  is  that  he  remained  there  about 
10  minutes! 

Mr.  BuROBBS.  Yes. 

Mr.  Htnbs.  Did  he  sit  down! 

Mr.  BuBGEss.  No. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Where  did  he  stand ! 

Mr.  BuKGEBS.  Leaning  up  aeainst  the  washbowls. 

Mr.  Htneb.  How  many  washbowls  were  there  there! 

Mr.  BuRGEBS.  I  think  there  were  two. 

Mr.  Htnes.  And  the  entrance  to  the  toilet  took  up  the  other  apace, 
did  it! 

Mr.  BtTKGESB.  It  took  up  the  space  there. 

Mr.  Htnes.  At  the  end  of  the  washbowls! 

Mr.  Bttrqebs.  Yes. 

Mr.  Htneb.  Did  you  have  any  occasion  to  enter  the  toilet! 

Mr.  BusoEsa.  No. 

Mr.  Htneb.  Are  you  certain,  now,  just  where  the  toilet  was! 

Mr.  BuBGESB.  Pretty  certain  of  It. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  remember  that  distinctly ! 

Mr.  BoBOEBB.  Yes. 

Mr.  Htneb.  Do  you  remember  anybody  else  that  stood  up  there  by 
the  washstand! 

Mr,  Bdroebs.  Mr.  Rudolph  Weyerhaeuser  stood  up. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  spoke  of  him ! 

Mr.  BuBOESB.  Yes. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Whch  stood  nearest  to  the  door — Rudolph  Weyer- 
haeuser or  Harper? 

Mr.  Buboess.  I  think  Mr.  Harper,  if  I  remember  right,  came  in 
after  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser  went  out. 

Mr.  HtneSi.  And  sat  about  the  same  place? 

Mr.  BuBGEBS.  And  stood  about  the  same  place, 

Mr.  Hynes.  He  did  not  sit  on  the  washstand  there,  did  he — or  do 
you  know! 

Mr.  Buboess.  He  stood  leaning  up  aeainst  the  washstand, 

Mr.  Htnes.  How  long  did  each  of  those  gentlemen  occupy  his 
place  in  the  smoking  compartment  that  evening! 

Mr.  Buboess.  Whom  do  you  have  reference  to)  ^O'jlc 
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Mr.  Htnes.  All  those  gentlemen  that  you  hare  spoken  of  as  occu- 
pying it. 

Mr.  BusGBSS.  I  should  say  Mr.  Cui^son  was  in  there  close  to  three- 
quarters  of  an  hour  to  an  hour. 

Mr.  HrNEfl,  Was  he  there  when  you  entered  t 

Mr.  BusQESB.  No ;  he  followed  me  in. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  How  soon  after! 

Mr.  BuHGEHS.  Oh,  four  or  five  minutes,  maybe;  somewhere  along 
there. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  Did  you  enter  the  smoking  compartment  before  the 
train  started  from  Duluth  ? 

Mr.  BuBQEBs.  I  entered  the  smoking  compartment  about  10  min- 
utes before  the  train  started. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  Mr.  Cusson,  as  you  recollect  it,  entered  the  smok- 
ing compartment  about  five  minutes  before  it  started? 

Mr.  BuKQEss.  Somewhere  along  there;  just  before  the  train 
started — three  or  four  minutes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  did  he  take  the  seat  that  you  have  indicated 
here* 

Mr.  Burgess.  He  did. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Who  was  on  the  leather  seat?  Was  .Cusson  there 
up  to  the  close  of  your  occupancy  of  that  compartment — the  end  of 
your  occupancy  of  that  c«npartment? 

Mr.  BuROESS.  No. 

Mr.  Htnes.  When  did  he  leave? 

Mr.  BuBOEsa.  He  might  have  been  in  the  smoking  compartment 
from  three-quarters  of  an  hour  to  an  hour. 

Mr,  Hynes,  Occupying  the  same  seat? 

Mr.  BcKGESS.  The  same  seat. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  then  what  did  he  do? 

Mr.  Bdbqess.  He  went  out,    I  do  not  know  where  he  went. 

Mr.  Htnes.  And  did  he  come  back? 

Mr.  Burgess,  No. 

Mr.  Hynes.  What  about  Mr.  Fred  Weyerhaeuser?  How  long 
did  he  remain  there? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  think  he  went  out  shortly  after  Mr.  Cusson  went 
out,  or  about  the  time  Mr.  Cusson  went  oat. 

Mr.  HrwEs.  How  long  would  you  say  he  remained  there? 

Mr,  Burgess.  Oh,  from  three-quarters  of  an  hour  to  an  hour. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  he  return  to  the  smoking  compartment  until  you 
got  to  Virginia! 

Mr.  Burgess.  He  did  not. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  see  him  after  that? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Mr.  Hynes,  When  did  you  get  the  idea  that  Fred  Weyerhaeuser 
was  there ! 

Mr.  Burgess.  Oh,  probably  10  or  15  minutes  after  the  train  had 
left  Duluth. 

Mr.  Hynes.  In  vour  testimony  before  the  Helm  committee  did 
you  say  that  Fred  Weyerhaeuser  was  there! 

Mr.  "Burgess.  I  said  there  was  a  young  Weyerhaeuser  there,  I 
did  not  say 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  not  say  "  Carl "!  /^^  i 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  think  perha'ps  I  said  "  Carl."  d b-,- LiOOqIc 
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Mr.  Hynes.  ^\Tiy  did  you  say  "  Carl  "  then  ? 

Mr.  BcRQEss.  Because  I  supposed  at  that  time  that  that  was  his 
name.    I  have  learned  since  that  he  is  called  "young  Fred." 

Mr.  Htnes.  Kd  you  get  any  description  of  Carl? 

Mr.  BuBGEss.  Did  I  get  any  description  of  him? 

Mr.  Htnes.  Yes;  from  anybody. 

Mr.  BtTBOBBS.  No. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Since  that  time  ? 

Mr.  Burgess.  No. 

Mr.  Htneb.  There  is  a  Carl  "Weyerhaeuser,  is  there  not? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  do  not  know  whether  there  is  or  not. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Would  you  say  now  that  Carl  Weyerhaeuser  was 
there? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  would  say  now  that  there  was  a  young  Weyer- 
haeuser there,  whether  his  name  was  Carl  or  Fred;  I  do  not  know 
which  it  was. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Who  changed  your  mind  on  that  subject,  from  Carl 
to  Fred? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  could  not  say. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Was  it  Cook? 

Mr.  Burgess.  No. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Was  it  McManus  ? 

Mr.  Burgess.  No. 

Mr.  Hynes.  What  was  it  that  caused  you  to  change  your  mind, 
or  who  was  it? 

Mr.  Burgess.  What  caused  me  to  change  from  Carl  to  Fred  was 
a  conversation  that  took  place  on  the  tram  that  night  that  I  made 
some  inquiries  after  I  was  through  at  the  Springfield  meeting. 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  made  inquiries  of  whom? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Of  a  young  Weyerhaeuser  that  was  on  the  train. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Going  up  from  Springfield? 

Mr.  Burgess.  No  ;  going  up  from  Duluth  to  Virginia. 

Mr.  Htnes.  I  say,  when  did  you  change  your  mind  t  Was  it  that 
night,  before  you  got  to  Virginia? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Oh,  no. 

Mr.  Hynes.  I  do  not  understand  you,  Mr.  Burgess.  When  was 
it  that  you  changed  your  mind  as  to  Carl,  and  made  it  Fred? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  changed  my  impression  of  the  two  names  after  I 
returned  from  Springfield. 

Mr.  Htnes.  nliere?     Where  were  you? 

Mr.  Burgess.  In  Duluth. 

Mr.  Htnes.  With  whom  were  you? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  can  not  recall  the  person  that  told  me  that  the 
young  man  that  resided  in  St.  Paul  was  Fred  Weyerhaeuser. 

Mr.  Htnes.  How  did  vou  know  that  the  man  that  sat  there  re- 
aided  in  St.  Paul? 

Mr.  Burgess.  The  conversation  came  up  regarding  Mr.  Cusson 
evading  the  deputy  sheriff  that  afternoon  for  jury  duty. 

Mr.  Htnes.  What  afternoon? 

Mr.  Burgess.  The  afternoon  of  March  8,  in  Dnluth. 

Mr,  Htnes.  Yes. 

Mr.  Burgess.  The  conversation  started  between  Mr.  Cusson  and 
Mr.  Johnson  and  this  young  man.  Weyerhaeuser  from  St.  Paul,  in 
regard  to  jury  duty,  and  it  drifted  over  into  damage  cases,  iglr 
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Mr.  Htnes.  On  the  train  going  up  ? 

Mr.  Burgess.  On  the  train  going  up.  That  was  in  the  earlif  part 
of  the  run.  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser  related  his  experience — I  think  it  was 
in  the  January  term  of  the  district  court  in  St.  Paul. 

Mr.  Htnes.  That  was  a  talk  that  occurred  on  the  night  of  the  8th, 
as  you  put  itt 

Mr.  BuRGBss.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  But  how  did  that  change  your  mind  about  Carl ! 

Mr.  BuRQEBs.  If  you  will  let  me  get  through,  I  will  tell  you. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  Make  it  as  brief  as  you  can,  because  I  do  not  quite 
.see  the  relation  of  it. 

Mr.  BcRfiBSS.  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser  made  the  statement  that  he  was 
on  the  jury  panel  at  the  January  term  of  the  Ramsey  County  court, 
and  that  the  panel  was  composea  of  nearly  all  business  men,  and  that 
during  the  term  they  had  rendered  the  largest  verdicts  in  the  history 
of  St.  Paul  in  personal-injury  cases. 

Mr.  Hynbs.  Yes. 

Mr.  BuROEse.  When  I  got  back  from  Springfield  I  inquired  which 
one  of  the  Weyerhaeuser  Doys  lived  in  St.  Paul. 

Mr,  Hynes.  Did  you  find  where  Carl  lived? 

Mr.  BuROESS.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Hynes.  How  do  you  know  but  that  he  lived  in  St  Paul? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  do  not  know  positively  that  there  is  a  Carl. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Assuming  that  there  is  a  Carl,  or  a  Charles? 

Mr.  Buroess.  I  do  not  know  where  he  lives.  There  is  a  Charles 
Weyerhaeuser.  I  think  he  lived  at  Little  Falls,  if  I  remember  right. 
I  am  not  positive. 

Mr.  Hynes,  Can  you  recall  now  the  person  or  the  plac«  where 
the  conversation  occurred  that  made  you  change  from  Carl  to  Fred  ? 

Mr.  Burgess.  No;  I  can  not.  It  was  in  Duluth,  somewhere.  It 
miifhl  have  been  over  at  fh»!  Elks'  C'hib.    I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Are  you  sure  now  whether  it  wa-i  Fi-ed  or  Carl  that 
was  in  there? 

Mr.  Buroess.  I  am  sure  the  Weyerhaeuser  that  was  in  there  was 
the  gentleman  that  lives  in  St.  Paul.  I  have  understood  that  his 
name  is  young  Fred. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  base  that  upon  the  talk  about  his  being  on  tJie 
jury  there  in  Ramsey  County? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes, 

Mr,  Hynes,  Was  John  Weyerhaeuser  there  when  you  entered  t 

Mr.  Buroess.  He  was. 

Mr.  Hynes.  I  have  forgotten  whether  I  asked  you  or  not  whether 
Fred  Weyerhaeuser  or  Carl  Weyerhaeuser — the  Weyerhaeuser  that 
you  put  in  the  comer  there — was  in  there  when  you  entered? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  think  not.  In  fact,  I  think  the  only  j^ntleman 
that  was  in  the  corner  when  I  entered  was  Mr.  Johnson. 

Mr.  Hynes.  The  only  gentleman? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes. 

Mr,  Hynes,  'When  did  the  young  man  from  Canada  enter? 

Mr,  Buroess.  I  will  qualify  that.  It  may  be  that  the  man  from 
Canada  was  in  there  also,  but  I  would  not  be  positive. 

Mr.  Hynes.  When  you  entered? 

Mr.  Buroess.  When  I  entered. 
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Mr.  HrNE8.  Where  was  Mr.  Johnsrn  sitting  when  you  entered? 
In  that  chair  that  you  designated? 

Mr.  BuKQESfi.  In  the  same  place. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  And  he  remained  there  all  the  the  time  that  he  was 
in  the  smoking  compartment? 

Mr.  BuBOEse.  He  did. 

Mr.  Htnes.  What  was  Fred  Weyerhaeuser  doing?  Was  he  talk- 
ing except  about  the  grand  juty  business? 

Mr.  BuRQESfi.  There  was  a  conversation  going  on  between  Mr. 
Cusson  and  Mr.  Johnson  and  tJie  two  Mr.  Weyerhaeusers  and  Mr. 
Wiehe.  I  was  not  paying  very  much  attention  to  the  conversation, 
because  I  was  not  interested. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Whom  were  you  talking  to,  if  anybody,  there? 

Mr.  BnsoEss.  I  was  not  talking  to  anybody. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  were  simply  listening) 

Mr.  BuROESB.  Smoking. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  John  Weyerhaeuser  get  up  and  go  out! 

Mr.  Bubgebs.  John  Weyerhaeuser  got  up.  I  ^ink  he  was  the 
last  one  to  go  out. 

Mr,  Hynes.  ^Vhat  do  you  mean  by  "  the  last  one  "! 

Mr.  BuROESS.  I  mean  that  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser,  when  he  went  out, 
left  myself,  the  man  from  Canada,  and  Mr.  Wiehe  in  the  car. 

Mr.  Hynes,  You  were  the  only  parties  there? 

Mr.  Buroess.  Yes, 

Mr.  Hynes.  At  the  time  of  this  conversation  that  you  s{>eak  of? 

Mr.  BuHOESs.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  are  sure  about  that,  are  you  ? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Pretty  positive. 

Mr.  Hynes.  How  long  would  you  say  John  Weyerhaeuser  was  in 
there? 

Mr,  Burgess.  I  should  say  close  on  to  one  hour. 

Mr.  Hynes,  He  went  out  about  the  same  time  that  Fred,  as  you 
call  him,  went  out! 

Mr.  Buroess.  He  went  out  later. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Later! 

Mr.  Bcboess.  Later. 

Mr.  Hynes,  What  is  the  description  of  John  Weyerhaeuser!  Can 
you  give  us  a  description  of  him  f 

Mr.  Bcroess.  I  can  not. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Is  he  older  or  younger  than  the  man  you  call  Fred  ? 

Mr.  Buroess.  He  is  older, 

Mr.  HvNEs,  After  the  two  Weyerhaeusers  went  out  they  did  not 
return,  did  they — either  of  them! 

Mr.  BuBOESS,  No,  sir. 

Mr,  HvNBS.  When  did  Johnson  go  out  ? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  can  not  say  positively  whether  Johnson  went  out 
bef(H^  Fred  Weyerhaeuser  or  Carl  AVeyerhaeuser— whichever  one  we 
call  him— went  out,  or  not.  He  went  out  before  Mr.  John  Weyer- 
haeuser went  out,  and  I  think  he  went  out  after  Mr.  Cusson  went  out. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Do  you  mean  that  Mr.  Johnson  went  out? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynbs.  After  the  two  Weyerhaeusers? 

Mr.  BuBGEss.  Ko. 
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Mr.  Hynes.  After  John,  or  after  Carl,  or  after  Fred — we  will  call 
him  Fred  now ! 

Mr.  BuROEBS.  Call  him  Fred — I  think  he  went  out  after  Fred  did. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  John  Weyerhaeuser  followed  him  out,  did  he! 

Mr.  Bdroess.  John  Weyerhaeuser  "went  out  after  Mr.  Johnson  went 
out. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  either  of  them  return— any  of  those  gentlemen 
that  you  haie  stated  went  out— after  they  had  left  the  compartment! 

Mr.  BcRGEss,  No,  sir;  I  do  not  think  they  did. 

Mr.  Hynes.  None  of  them  came  back? 

Mr.  BuiioEBa  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  How  long  did  Cusson  sit  there? 

Mr.  BntflEss.  I  should  say  close  to  three-quarters  of  an  hour. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  have  them  all  there  about  the  same  time.  Did 
they  all  go  out  together? 

Mr.  BiTROEBS.  No. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Cusson  went  out  after  the  others,  did  he? 

Mr,  Burgess.  I  think  Cusson  was  the  first  one  to  leave  the  smok- 
ing compartment. 

Mr,  IIynes.  He  left  before  either  of  the  Weyerhaeusers  or  John- 
Mr.  Burgess.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  That  is  your  recollection,  is  it? 

Mr,  Burgess.  That  is  my  recollection. 

Mr.  Hynes,  Did  he  return  to  the  compartment? 

Mr.  Burgess.  No. 

Mr.  Hykes.  None  of  those  gentlemen  returned  to  the  compart- 
ment? 

Mr.  Burgess.  No. 

Mr.  Hynes.  That  left  whom  in  the  compartment? 

Mr.  Burgess,  The  man  from  Canada  and  Mr.  Wiehe  and  myself. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Thos-e  were  the  only  three,  after  those  gentlemen  had 
gone  out? 

Mr.  BtTKiEss.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  anybody  else  enter  that  compartment  that  even- 
ing while  you  were  there? 

Mr.  BfHQEss.  Not  that  I  remember. 

Mr.  Hynkm.  Would  you  .-ny  that  they  did  not? 

Mr.  Bi  noEss.  I  would  not. 

Mr.  Hynes.  What  time  did  Mr.  Wiehe  go  out — or  did  vou  go  out 
first? 

Mr.  Burgess.  No:  Mr.  Wiehe  went  out  fir.st. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  left  you  and  the  young  Canadian  there? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hi-NEs.  How  long  after  Cusson  and  the  Weyerhaeusers  and 
Johnson  left  the  compartment  did  Wiehe  remain* 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  should  say  that  Mr.  Wiehe  remained  there  from 
20  to  25  minutes. 

Mr.  Hynes,  After  that?  How  near  were  you  to  Virginia  when 
Mr.  Wiehe  went  out? 

Mr.  BintOESH.  I  coidd  nut  say. 

Mr,  Hynes.  And  this  conversation  tliat  you  have  given  us  here, 
you  say  occurred  after  all  those  gentlemen  had  gone  out,  and  within 
that  25  minutes? 
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Mr;  BcRUESs.  Yes. 

Mr.  HTNEa.  Is  that  right  t 

Mr.  BuBQESs.  That  is  about  right. 

Mr.  Htnbs.  You  are  certain  alwut  that,  are  you  t 

Mr.  BuROESs.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynbs.  And  you  are  equally  certain  that  there  were  present 
only  yourself,  Wiehe,  and  the  young  Canadian  f 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes ;  I  am  positive  of  that, 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  say  that  you  learned  the  young  Canadian's  name. 
Have  you  been  able  to  recall  it} 

Mr.  BuBGESS.  No. 

Mr.  IIynes.  Have  you  made  any  effort  to  find  it? 

Mr.  Btjboess.  I  have  not. 

Mr.  Hymeb.  Do  you  know  of  anyone  having  made  any  effort  to 
find  it* 

Mr.  Bdroess.  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  have  not  heard  of  anybody  trying  to  find  it  ? 

Mr.  BtTROESS.  No. 

Mr.  Htmes.  How  young  was  he  ? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  did  not  ask  him  his  age. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Quite  a  young  man? 

Mr.  Bttboess.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Would  you  know  it  if  you  heard  it? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  would  not  say  whether  I  would  or  not. 

Mr,  Hynes.  Was  his  name  McGowan?  Does  that  refresh  your 
recollection  ? 

Mr.  Bttboess.  No  ;  it  does  not, 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  could  not  say.  He  was  a  beardless  young  man, 
was  he  not — smooth  faced  ? 

Mr.  Burgess,  If  he  had  a  mustache,  it  was  very  light ;  no  whiskers, 

Mr.  Hynes.  So  light  that  you  do  not  remember  it  i 

Mr.  Burgess.  No. 

Senator  Fletcher,  Do  you  know  anything  about  his  business  down 
there,  Mr.  Burgess? 

Mr.  BuBQEss.  He  told  me  that  he  was  in  the  land  business. 

Senator  Fletcher.  In  the  land  business? 

Mr.  Burgess,  In  Canadir. 

Senator  Fletcheh.  Did  he  have  anything  to  do  with  the  meeting 
that  was  to  be  held  by  the  lumber  people  ? 

Mr,  BuBUESS.  I  do  not  know.     He  did  not  get  off  there. 

Senator  Fletcher.  He  did  not  get  off? 

Mr.  Burgess.  No;  he  went  right  through. 

Mr.  Htnes.  He  went  right  through  to  Canada? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  he  say  where  he  was  going? 

Mr.  Bubqess.  Going  home. 

Senator  Kern.  To  Canada? 

Mr.  Burgess.  To  Canada. 

Senator  Fletcher.  What  place  in  Canada? 

Mr,  Burgess.  I  think  it  was  Begina,  if  I  remember  the  name  right. 

Mr.  Htues.  Who  started  the  conversation  about  the  Lorimer  elec- 
tion? 

Mr.  BuROBSS.  I  suppose  I  did.  I  can  not  remember  the  statement 
I  made  or  what  I  said  in  regard  to  Mr.  Lorimer.  I  said  something 
or  other  and  then  Mr.  Wiehe  spoke. 
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Mr.  Htnes.  Did  yon  write  that  conversattion  in  the  letter  that  you 
sent  to  Mr.  Kohlsaat? 

Mr.  BuBGEse.  I  did. 

Mr,  HrNEfl.  Have  you  got  a  copy  of  that  letter? 

Mr.  BuBOESS,  Do  you  mean  with  me? 

Mr.  Htnes,  Yes. 

Mr.  Bdrqess.  No. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Have  you  got  it  anywhere? 

Mr.  BuHOEsa.  I  think  Ihave  a  copy  at  Duluth ;  I  am  not  positive. 

Mr.  Htnes.  In  your  own  possession? 

Mr.  BnBOEBs.  I  think  it  is. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Have  you  mven  a  copy  of  it  to  anybody  else! 

Mr.  BuROEss.  I  do  not  tnink  I  have. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Why  did  you  not  bring  it  with  you  ? 

Mr.  BuROEss.  I  did  not  think  about  it. 

Mr.  Htnes.  How  many  pages  are  there  in  that  letter? 

Mr.  BuROEss.  A  couple,  I  think. 

Mr,  Hynes.  Is  it  note  paper  or  letter  size? 

Mr.  Burgess.  The  original  was  on  our  letterhead,  and  the  copy 
was  taken  off  on  copy  paper. 

Mr.  Htnes.  A  letter-press  copy  or  a  carbon  copy? 

Mr.  Burqess.  No;  a  typewritten  copy. 

Mr.  Htnes,  Carbon? 

Mr.  Btjrgess.  Carbon. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Was  that  paper  letter  size,  or  note  size,  like  tiiat  [ex- 
hibiting a  piece  of  paper  to  the  witness!  ? 

Mr.  Burgess.  It  was  about  the  size  ot  this — I  think  a  trifle  smaller 
than  that  [referring  to  a  sheet  of  paper  used  by  the  stenographer]. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Will  you  hold  that  up? 

Mr.  BmiOESS.  All  right  [holding  up  the  sheet  referred  to]. 

Mr.  Htnes.  That  is  what  you  call  letter  size? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes, 

Mr.  Htnes,  Did  you  write  in  that  letter  about  the  Father  Green 
episode  ? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  think  I  did. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Can  you  recall  now  what  you  wrote  in  the  letter? 
Give  us  your  best  recollection  of  its  contents. 

Mr.  BuROEss,  I  would  not  undertake  to  give  it. 

Mr.  Htnes,  Give  us  your  best  recollection.  You  dictated  it,  did 
you  not! 

Mr.  BuRoESS.  I  did. 

Mr.  Hynbs.  Now,  give  us  your  best  recollection  of  its  cMitents. 

Mr.  Burgess.  Why,  I  think  that  letter  contained  the  main  points, 

Mr.  Htnes.  But  that  does  not  give  us  the  contents. 

Mr.  Burgess.  All  right.  I  think  that  letter  contains  the  state- 
ment of  the  Father  Green  episode. 

Mr.  Htnes.  As  well  as  you  can  recall,  give  it  to  us. 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  would  not  undertake  to  give  it. 

Mr.  Htnes.  I  do  not  expect  you  to  give  it  verbatim.  Recall  the 
language  of  it  as  well  as  you  can,  so  that  we  can  get  the  substance 
of  it. 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  could  not  do  it, 

Mr.  Htnes.  Any  portion  of  it? 

Mr.  Burgess.  No.  Cnno\e 
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Mr.  Hynb3.  Did  it  say  anything  abont  a  fund  of  $100,000? 

Mr.  BuKQBSB.  I  think  it  did. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  did  not  say  anything  about  that  at  Springfield, 
did  you,  in  your  Heim  testimony? 

jfr.  BuROESS.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  did  or  not. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Why  did  you  not  ? 

Mr.  BuROESS.  I  suppose  that  I  was  not  asked. 

Mr,  Hynes.  You  were  asked  to  tell  the  whole  conversation,  and 
you  were  asked  whether  there  was  anything  further,  and  you  wen* 
asked  many  things  in  detail, 

Mr.  BcROEss.  I  was  not  asked  to  tell  the  whole  conversation. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  withhold  any  of  it  that  you  knew  and  that 
you  remembered ! 

Mr.  Btjrgess.  I  did  not  testify  to  anything  more  than  what  I  was 
asked  to  testify  to. 

Mr.  Hykeb.  Did  you  withhold  anything  that  you  knew  at  the  time 
that  you  had  not  told  ? 

Mr.  Bttroesb.  I  did  not  withhold  anything  that  I  was  asked  to 
testify. 

Mr.  Hynes.  That  is  not  my  question.  Did  you,  whether  asked  or 
not,  have  anything  in  your  mind  about  that  at  the  time,  and  did  you 
remember  anything  in  that  ccmversation  about  a  $100,000  fund  ? 

Mr.  BuBOBse.  I  could  not  say. 

Mr.  Hynes,  On  any  point  in  that  letter,  repeat,  as  nearly  as  you. 
can,  the  language  of  it;  if  not  the  language,  the  substance  of  it. 

Mr.  BuBGEBs.  I  would  not  undertake  to  do  it. 

Mr,  Htnes.  Why  would  you  not  undertake  to  do  it?  Are  you 
afraid  you  could  not  get  it  right? 

Mr,  BcKOESs.  You  are  asking  me  to  give  a  dictation  here. 

Mr.  Htnes.  According  to  your  best  recollection.  I  do  not  expect 
you  to  give  it  verbatim.  T  want  the  substance  of  it,  but,  as  nearly 
as  you  can,  in  the  language  that  you  employed.  If  you  can  not  use 
the  language  that  you  employed,  give  us  the  ec^uivalent  of  that  lan- 
guage in  stating  the  substance  of  what  it  ctHitained. 

S(&.  BuROE88.  Do  you  want  me  to  go  and  repeat  over  what  I  wrote 
in  that  letter  r^arding  the  Father  Green  episode  t 

Mr.  Hynes.  Yes;  the  Father  Green  episode,  if  it  was  stated  in 
that  lettw. 

Mr.  BuBOBSS.  It  would  be  about  the  same  as  I 

Mr.  Htneb  (interrupting).  Well,  let  us  have  it. 

Mr.  BuBOESs,  You  want  it  over  again? 

Mr.  Hynes.  Yes. 

Mr,  BuRGEBS.  All  right,  sir.  I  think  that  letter  was  something 
like  this,  as  regards  the  substance  of  it 

Mr.  Hynes.  That  is  the  right  way  to  go  abont  iL 

Mr.  Btjrqesb.  That  a  detective  from  some  private  detective  agency 
had  gone  to  Father  Green  for  confession,  and  in  that  craifession  he 
had  confessed  to  the  priest  that  he  was  employed  by  a  private  de- 
tective agen<^  to  get  evidence  against  Lorimer,  and  that  Father 
Green  had  pressed  nim  to  make  a  clean  confession  of  what  he  was 
dmng. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  he  otmfees  that  he  had  been  doing  anything 
wrong? 


3dbvGoog[e 


1360  8ENA.TOB  FAOM    lU^NOlS. 

Mr.  Burgess.  That  was  the  substance  of  what  I  gleaned  from  Mr. 
Wiehe's  testimony;  that  he  was  to  get  evidence. 

Mr.  HvNES.  That  he  was  what ! 

Mr.  Bi'KGESS.  To  get  evidence  against  Lorimer. 

Mf-Hynes,  Yes;  against  Lorimer^ 

Mr.  BoRGKSS.  And  get  it. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Yes. 

Mr,  BuBOESS.  And  that  it  was  either  the  Chicago  Record-Herald 
or  the  Chicago  Tribune.  Now,  Mr.  Wiehe  mentioned  those  papers 
a  couple  of  times,  and  I  would  not  say  positively  whether  it  was  the 
Tribune  or  the  Kecord-IIerald  that  was  employing  this  private  de- 
tective agency.  Thenewspaper,  whichever  one  it  was,  got  hold  of  this 
confession  to  Father  Green  and  took  it  up,  and  they  obtained  a  pho- 
tograph of  Father  Green,  and  were  going  to  come  out  with  a  lull- 
page  photograph  and  the  actions  of  ^ther  Green  in  the  matter,  and 
before  printing  it  they  called.  Father  Green  up  and  told  him  what 
they  were  going  to  do  and  asked  him  to  retract  what  he  had  said. 
And  Father  Green  told  them  that  he  would  not  retract ;  that  he 
thought  they  were  doing  an  injustice  to  Mr.  Lorimer  and  he  was 
going  to  stand  by  what  was  right. 

Senator  Gamble,  AV^as  it  stated  what  the  detective  had  done? 

Mr.  Burgess.  No. 

Senator  Gamble.  That  is,  that  he  had  been  doing  something  wrong? 

Mr.  Bt'rgess.  That  wa.i  my  impression  of  Mr.  Wiehe's  story  of  the 
Father  Green  episode. 

Senator  GAstBLE.  Were  any  facts  given  bv  Mr,  Wiehe  in  that  con- 
versation as  to  what  the  detective  had  been  doing? 

Mr,  Burgess.  There  was  not. 

Senator  Gamble.  Or  had  done? 

Mr,  Burgess,  There  was  not, 

Mr,  Hynes,  Did  you  think  that  you  needed  to  advise  and  inform 
Mr,  Kohlsaat  on  that  subject  in  Chicago,  that  it  was  news  to  him? 

Mr,  Burgess.  I  wrote  the  letter  to  Mr.  Kohlsaat  just  as  I  recol- 
lected the  conversation  on  the  train. 

Mr.  Htnes.  But  what  was  your  object  in  sending  this  piece  of 
news  to  Cliicago  and  to  the  paper? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  did  not  send  it  to  the  paper.  I  sent  it  to  Mr.  Kohl- 
saat personally. 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  knew  that  he  was  the  editor  and  publisher  of  the 
paper,  did  you  not? 

Mr,  Burgess.  Yes;  I  did. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  you  were  not  sure  but  his  paper  was  the  one! 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  say  I  was  not  positive  about  it. 

Mr.  Hynes.  What  did  vou  sav  about  the  other  matters  in  that 
letter? 

Mr.  Bi:rges8.  I  think  I  stated  in  that  letter  Mr.  Wiehe's  declara- 
tion to  me  that  there  was  a  fund  raised  of  $100,000. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  put  that  In  the  letter— the  $100,000  matter? 

Mr.  BrRRESS.  I  could  not  say  positively,  I  am  going  from  recol- 
lection. 

Mr.  Hykes,  I  ask.  because  you  did  not  mention  it  at  Springfield, 

Mr.  Burgess,  He  made  the  statement  that  he  knew  what  he  was 
talking  about,  because  he  hud  subscribed  $10,000  to  the  fund  himself. 

Mr,  IIynes.  Anything  more? 
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Mr.  BuKGEee.  I  could  not  say. 

Mr.  Hynks.  Did  you  write  in  that  letter  anything  about  the  im- 

EOKsibility  of  getting  any  meritorious  measui-e  through  the  Illinois 
legislature  without  money  i 

Mr.  BrnoEss.  I  would  not  say  that  I  did. 

Mr.  Hynes.   Vou  do  not  remember  whether  you  did  or  not? 

Mr.  Burgess.  N'o.  sir. 

Mr.  Hykes,  Why  did  you  not  send  that  to  the  Helm  committee? 
They  were  sitting  at  the  time,  were  they  not?  Why  did  you  send  it 
to  Mr.  KohlsaatT 

Mr,  Burgess.  Because  I  was  requested  to  send  it  to  Mr.  Kohlsaat. 

Mr.  Hy^es.  Why  did  you  not  send  it  to  the  Helm  committee? 

Mr,  BuitGEsa.  I  never  thought  about  the  Helm  committee, 

Mr,  Hynes.  You  did  not  Imow  anything  about  it  at  the  time? 

Mr.  BuBQESs.  I  think  I  did. 

Mr.  Hynbs.  To  whom  did  you  dictate  that  letter? 

Mr.  Burgess.  To  a  stenographer. 

Mr.  Htnes.  To  your  own  stenographer? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  a  man  or  a  woman  ? 

Mr.  Burgess.  A  lady. 

Mr.  Hynes.  What  is  her  name? 

Mr,  Burgess.  Miss  Fleet 

Mr.  Hynes.  What  is  her  first  name? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Elsie. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Is  she  still  in  your  enaployment  ? 

Mr.  Burgess.  She  is. 

Mr.  Hynes.  In  Duluth  ? 

Mr.  BuROEBS.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  Was  there  anybody  present  when  vou  dictated  the 
letter? 

Mr.  BuROEse.  You  mean  that  was  cognizant  of  the  letter  being 
written?     Employees  were  all  around  the  office  there. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Anybody  else?     Was  there  anybody  withm  hearing? 

Mr.  Bdsgess.  They  were  all  within  hearing, 

Mr.  Hynes.  Do  you  know  whether  they  heard  it  ? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  do  not 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  did  not  care? 

Mr.  Burgess.  No. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Was  Mr.  McManus  present? 

Mr.  Burgess.  No. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  he  give  you  any  suggestions  for  the  letter? 

Mr,  Burgess.  No. 

Mr.  Hynes.  How  long  after  your  talk  with  Mr.  McManus  did  you 
dictate  it? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Hynes,  A  day,  or  a  week,  or  a  month? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  would  not  say. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Oh,  give  us  your  best  recoUection. 

Mr.  BuBOESs.  It  may  have  been  8  days  and  it  may  have  been  10 
days.    I  would  not  say. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  Mr.  McManus  give  you  any  reason  for  making 
the  request? 

Mr.  Burgess.  No. 
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Mr.  Hynes.  Did  he  say  that  he  was  in  correspondence  with  any- 
body? 

Mr.  BuRflESS.  No. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Do  you  know  of  any  reason,  or  can  you  suggest  any 
reason,  for  Mr.  McManus's  request  i 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  can  not. 

Mr,  Hynes.  Was  your  letter  printed? 

Mr.  BuRQESs.  Not  that  I  know  of.    I  did  not  ever  hear  it. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  ever  see  any  reference  to  it  in  the  papers 
after  that  ? 

Mr.  Burgess.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hyneh.  Not  of  any  kind? 

Mr.  Burgess.  No. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  Did  Mr.  Kohlsaat  acknowledge  it! 

Mr.  BuRQESS.  I  do  not  think  he  did. 

Mr.  Hynbs.  You  never  got  any  reply* 

Mr.  BuROESB.  No. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Do  you  remember  how  you  addressed  it  ? 

Mr.  BuBGEss.  No. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  know  his  address? 

Mr.  BuitoESS.  I  could  not  say  how  I  addressed  it.  H.  H.  Kohlsaat, 
Chicago;  I  think. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Was  that  the  full  name? 

Mr.  Burgess.  H.  H.,  if  I  remember  right.  Thjtt  is  just  from  mem- 
ory.   I  do  not  remember,  just. 

Mr.  Htnes,  Who  gave  you  the  name  or  the  address? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  could  not  say  as  to  that. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  you  speak  to  anybody  after  you  had  sent  that 
letter  about  having  sent  it,  or  about  the  letter  itseli? 

Mr.  BuROEss.  I  could  not  say. 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  do  not  know  ?  Did  you  ever  talk  with  Mr.  Cook 
about  it? 

Mr.  Bufobss.  About  what?    The  letter! 

Mr.  Hynes.  About  that  letter;  yes. 

Mr.  Borqess.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Are  you  sure 

Mr.  Burgess.  Sure. 

Mr.  Hynes.  This  is  the  first  time,  is  it,  that  you  havr  mentioned  the 
sending  of  a  letter  to  Mr.  Kohlsaat  ? 

Mr.  BuRciEss.  I  think  it-is. 

Mr.  Htnes,  Did  you  tell  it  to  Mr.  Healy  or  Mr.  Marble  or  any- 
body here  connected  with  the  committee? 

Mr.  Burgess.  There  was  a  gentleman  came  to  Duluth  four  or  five 
days  before  I  went  to  Sprin^eld. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Mr.  Coan? 

Mr.  Burgess.  No. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Well,  go  on. 

Mr,  BuBOESs.  I  do  not  know  his  name. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Was  it  Mr.  Lucius? 

Mr.  BuBOESs.  I  think  that  is  it. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Well. 

Mr.  BuROESs.  He  had  the  letter  I  iirrote  him. 

Mr.  Htnes.  He  had  the  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  KoUsaatt 

Mr.  Burgess,  Yes. 
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Mr.  Hynes,  What  did  he  say  to  you  about  it  and  where  he  got  it! 

Mr.  BuROESs.  He  came  there  representing  the  firm  or  Mr.  Healy 
here,  I  think,  and  somebody  else. 

Mr.  HxNEfl.  Well,  go  on. 

Mr.  Burgess.  And  wanted  to  know  if  I  was  the  gentleman  that 
wrote  the  letter,  and  I  told  him  I  was. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Yes, 

Mr.  Bdrobss.  He  wanted  to  know  if  I  would  go  to  Springfield 
and  testify,  and  I  told  him  that  I  did  not  know  whether  I  would 
come  or  not. 

Mr.  Htnes.  What  did  you  do? 

Mr.  Burgess.  He  told  me  that  he  could  not  subpcena  me  to  go  to 
Springfield,  but  that  he  could  make  me  give  a  deposition.  I  told 
him  to  come  back  in  the  afternoon  atr  2  o'clock  and  that  I  would  let 
him  know  what  I  would  do. 

Mr,  Hynes.  Did  you  consult  with  anybody  in  the  meantime! 

Mr,  BuROESS.  I  did.    I  consulted  with  Mr.  McManus. 

Mr.  Htnes.  That  was  your  attorney ! 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes,  sir.  » 

Mr,  Htnes,  And  on  his  advice  yon  went  down! 

Mr.  Burgess.  He  told  me  that  they  could  not  subpcena  me  to  go  to 
Springfield,  but  they  could  fake  me  before  the  district  court  and  make 
me  give  a  deposition. 

Mr.  Htnes.  And  you  would  rather  go  down  to  Springfield  than  do 
that?    Is  that  right! 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes;  I  went  to  Springfield. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  that  is  the  same  Mr,  McManus  that  you  have 
already  told  us  advised  vou  to  write  that  letter! 

Mr.  BuROESs.  Yes,  t  also  gave  a  deposition  to  Mr.  Lucius  in  case 
I  was  not  able  to  get  away. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  menn  a  deposition  or  an  affidavit! 

Mr.  Burgess.  An  affidavit;  yes. 

Mr.  Htnes,  Who  has  got  that  afiidavit  now!    Do  you  know? 

Mr.  BttROESS.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Was  all  that  you  have  stated  in  the  letter  contained 
in  the  affidavit! 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  could  not  say. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Do  you  not  remember  what  you  said  to  him  in  the 
letter! 

Mr,  Burgess.  I  could  not  sav. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Have  you  got  that,  Mr.  Healy! 

Mr.  Healy.  Let  the  record  show  that  in  answer  to  the  inquiry 
made,  I  produce  an  affidavit  purporting  to  be  signed  by  William 
Burgess  on  the  17th  day  of  April,  1911,  made  in  the  State  of 
Illinois,  county  of  St.  Louis. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Was  that  put  into  the  Helm  committee! 

Mr,  Healy.  No. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  It  was  not  presented  to  them  at  all! 

Mr,  Healy.  No.  He  testified  down  there  on  the  20th.  The 
record  shows  that  he  testified  before  the  Helm  committee  three  days 
after  this  affidavit  was  made. 

Mr.  HrMEa.  Yes. 
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Mr.  Healy.  So  that  it  ivas  not  necessary  to  pi-oduc'e  this  affidavit. 

Mr.  Hynes,  Was  that  the  original  letter  that  you  wrote  that  was 
presented  to  you  by  Mr,  Lucius  f 

Mr.  Bukoess.  I  think  it  was. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Do  you  know  whether  it  was  your  letter  or  »ot? 

Mr.  BukVjess.  Yes;  it  was  my  letter. 

Mr.  Hykes.  Do  you  not  know  wliether  it  bore  your  signature? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes, 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  he  tell  you  where  be  got  it? 

Mr,  BirRGESS.  I  do  not  remember  whether  he  did  or  not. 

Mr,  Hynes.  But  that  was  the  letter  that  you  wrote  and  mailed  to 
Mr.  H.  H.  KohlsaatJ 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes. 

Mr.  Htnes.  And  it  was  returned  to  you  by  Mr.  Lucius,  who  said 
he  represented  Mr.  Healy's  firm  ? 

Mr.  Bttrqess.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  did  be  take  the  letter  back  with  him  or  did  you 
keep  iti 
J    Mr.  BuHOBSS.  He  took  the  letter  back  with  him. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  May  we  find  out  here  where  that  letter  is,  or  where 
it  came  from,  so  that  we  can  locate  it?  We  may  want  to  send  for  it, 
and  we  can  not  do  it  unless  we  know  where  it  is  and  who  has  it. 

Mr.  EiEAT.Y.  The  letter  was,  as  I  understand  it,  sent  by  the  witness 
to  Mr.  Kohlsatt. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  To  Mr.  H.  H.  Kohlsaat? 

Mr.  Healy.  To  Mr.  H.  H.  Kohlsaat  at  Chicago.  Mr.  Kohlsaat 
turned  the  letter  over  to  me. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  When? 

Mr.  Healy,  In  April;  about  the  time  of  its  receipt— April,  1911. 
I  sent  Mv.  Lucins,  who  was  an  employee  of  mine,  to  Duluth,  to  in- 
terview Mr.  Burgess,  He  took  the  letter  with  him,  and  when  he 
came  back  to  Chicago,  he  brought  the  letter  back  and  delivered  it  to 
me,  and,  at  Mr.  Komsaat's  request,  I  delivered  the  letter  to  Mr.  Kohl- 
saaL  in  whose  possession  I  presume  it  now  is. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  And  you  were  representing  the  Helm  committee  at 
the  time? 

Mr.  Healy.  I  was  representing  the  Helm  committee  at  the  time. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  see  Mr.  HJnes  at  any  time  that  evening  come 
to  the  smoking  room,  or  anywhere  except  in  the  open  car? 

Mr.  BuKGEss.  No;  I  did  not  see  Mr.  Hines  anywhere. 

Mr.  Hynes,  Did  you  see  anybody  call  Mr.  Wiehe  out? 

Mr.  BuHOESs.  No. 

Mr.  Hynes,  Did  you  see  him  go  out  until  the  time  that  you  speak 
of,  just  shortly  before  you  ^ot  to  Virginia? 

Mr,  Burgess.  If  he  did,  it  was  early  in  the  evening.  I  will  not 
sav  that  he  did  not  go  out,  but  if  he  did,  it  was  early  in  the  evening. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Long  before  this  conversation? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  see  anybody  call  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser  out  ? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Which  one? 

Mr.  HvNf:8.  Either  of  tliem. 

Mr,  Blimiess,  No.  They  might  have  called  Mr.  Ilndolph  out,  as  he 
was  standing  up  by  the  door.    I  would  not  say  positively. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  anybody  call  Fred  out?  . 
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Mr.  Burgess.  I  think  that  he  did  go  out. 

Mr,  Hykes.  But  I  am  speaking  now  about  somebody  calling  him 
out.    You  have  told  us  that  he  went  out. 

Mr.  BcTROESS.  I  could  not  say  as  to  that. 

Mr.  Hyses.  Whether  anybody  came  to  the  door  and  called  any- 
body out? 

Mr.  BuRQEss.  No;  I  do  not  remember. 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  do  not  remember  that? 

Mr.  BT.'RnEsa.  1  do  not  remember  that. 

Mr.  Hynes.  So  that  there  may  be  no  misunderstanding  here,  Mr. 
Burgess,  I  understand  you  to  say  that  the  two  Weyerhaeusers  and 
Johnson  and  Cusson  and  all  went  out  before  Wielie  went  out  ? 

Mr.  BuROEsa.  Yes, 

Mr.  HrNEs.  And  before  any  of  this  conversation  which  you  hare 
undertaken  to  give  us  here? 

Mr,  Bdboess,  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Htnes.  That  is  the  way  I  understood  you.  ind  you  have 
already  said  none  of  them  returned.  Now  you  say  one  of  the  Weyer- 
haeusers went  out  because  of  the  smoking! 

Mr.  BiTROESS.  That  was  Rudolph. 

Mr.  Hynes.  He  went  out  becnuse  of  the  smoking.  He  remained  in 
there,  you  say,  three-quarters  of  an  hour? 

Mr.  BuROEss.  No ;  not  Kudolph. 

Mr.  Hynes.  How  long  did  he  remain  ? 

Mr.  BuHQEss.  He  mi^t  have  remained  there  5  or  10  minutes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  He  did  not  sit  down? 

Mr,  BmoEsa.  No ;  he  was  standing  up. 

Mr.  Hynbs.  That  is  what  you  said? 

Mr.  BuRQESB.  Yes. 

Senator  Gambu:.  When  this  conversation  occurred,  as  I  under- 
stand it,  there  were  only  you,  Mr,  Wiehe,  and  the  young  Canadian 
present  ? 

Mr.  BuRQESs.  That  is  all. 

Mr.  Htnes.  All  of  the  others  had  left  the  smoker? 

Mr.  BuBGESS.  Had  left  the  smoking  compartment. 

Mr.  Hynes,  And  left  before  Mr.  Wiehe  did,  and  Mr.  Wiehe  re- 
mained there  about  25  minutes  afterwards?  Now,  who  were  smok- 
ing besides  Mr.  Wiehe? 

Mr.  Bdroess.  I  would  not  say. 

Mr,  Htnes.  Your  best  recollection  ? 

Mr.  BintGEss.  I  think  Mr.  Fred  Weyerhaeuser  was  smoking. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Do  you  know  what  he  was  smoking — a  pipe,  or  a 
cigar,  or  what? 

Mr.  BiTRQEss.  No;  a  cigar,  if  anything,  I  think;  and  I  think  Mr. 
J<^nson  was  smoking.   . 

Mr.  Hynes.  A  pipe,  a  cigar,  or  what? 

Mr.  BuROESS.  A  cigar,  I  think. 

Mr.  Hynes.  AVho  3se  was  smoking? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  could  not  say. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Was  the  Canadian  smoking? 

Mr.  BuBGEss.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  do  not  remember  ? 

Mr.  BuBGESB,  No. 
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Mr.  Hyneb,  AVhat  was  Mr.  Wiehe  smoking — a  cigar,  or  pipe,  or 
what! 

Mr.  BuROEse.  I  could  not  say. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  think  you  remember  him.  He  was  the  one  that 
you  first  picked  out  as  smoking.  What  was  there  about  his  smoking 
that  made  you  remember  it  better  than  you  do  the  others! 

Mr.  BntGESS.  Nothing  in  particular  that  I  know  of.  I  do  not 
know  whether  he  was  smoking  a  pipe  or  cigar.  I  think  he  was 
smoking  a  cigar  in  the  first  part  of  the  evening.  Whether  he  lit  a 
second  cigar  or  not  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Hynbs.  Do  you  remember  that  first  one? 

Mr.  BuRQESB.  I  would  not  say  positively  that  he  was  smoking. 
That  is  just  my  recollection  that  he  was,  but  I  would  not  want  to  go 
<m  record  as  saying  positively  that  he  was  smoking  at  all. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Why  did  you  volunteer  the  statement  that  he  was 
Bmoking  if  you  did  not  remember  it? 

Mr.  BuROEBS.  I  do  not  know,  unless  it  would  be  in  the  smoking 
room,  a  place  to  smtAe.     My  impression  is  that  he  was  smoking. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  testify  before  the  Helm  committee  that  he 
was  smoking? 

Mr.  BuBOEsa.  I  might. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  do  not  remember? 

Mr.  Burgess.  No. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Have  yon  been  able  to  recall,  since  you  mentioned  the 
fact  that  there  was  another  gentleman  with  Mr.  Cook  when  you  told 
him  this  story,  coming  down  on  the  morning  of  the  10th,  as  you  say, 
from  Virginia  to  Duluth 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  did  not  catch  the  first  part  of  vour  qestion. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Can  you  recall  now  the  name  of  the  gentleman  who 
sat  in  the  seat  with  Mr.  Cook? 

Mr,  Bttroess.  No, 

Mr.  Hynes.  Some  friend  of  his? 

Mr.  Bi'ROESS.  Some  friend  of  Mr.  Cook's. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  did  not  know  him,  did  you? 

Mr.  BufiOESs.  I  did  not  know  him. 

Mr.  Hynes.  But  you  told  it  to  him  just  the  same? 

Mr,  BuROEsa.  I  was  addressing  my  cwiversation  to  Mr.  Cook. 

Mr,  Hynes.  Did  you  tell  all  that  you  have  told  here? 

Mr,  BuRCESS.  I  would  not  sny  whether  I  did  or  not. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  do  not  think  you  told  him  in  such  a  way  that  Mr. 
Cook  would  entirely  forget  it,  do  you  ? 

Mr,  Burgess.  No. 

Mr.  Hy^nes.  And  if  Mr.  Cook  should  have  testified  that  you  did  not 
tell  him  that  story,  coming  down  from  Virginia,  would  yon  think  he 
was  mistaken,  or  would  you  think  you  were  mistaken? 

Mr.  BuROESS.  Oh,  I  should  say  he  was  mistaken,  for  I  remember 
telling  him. 

Mr.  Hynes,  You  have  not  undertaken  to  swear  to  anything  here 
this  morning  that  you  do  not  remember,  have  you  ? 

Mr,  Burgess.  No. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  are  sure  about  those  things? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes;  I  know  I  told  Mr.  Cook, 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  are  sure  about  telling  Mr,  Cook? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes.  , 
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Mr.  HrNES.  You  say  that  all  your  transactions  with  the  Edward 
Hines  Lumber  Co.  were  amicable  and  pleasant? 

Mr.  BuRflEaa.  Tea;  what  little  we  have  done  with  them. 

Mr.  Htnes.  The  only  one  that  you  mentioned,  I  think,  in  your 
direct  examination  was  some  transaction  you  had  with  Mr.  Cusson 
in  putting  in  some  electrical  equipments  in  his  house? 

Mr.  BuBOESfi.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  In  Duluth  * 

Mr.  Bdrqess.  No;  in  Virginia. 

Mr.  Htnes.  That  was  the  only  one,  was  it! 

Mr.  BnsoEss.  No. 

Mr.  Htnes.  What  others  did  you  have  with  him. 

Mr.  BintGESS.  I  testified  to  another  transaction  that  occurred  some 
8  or  10  years  ago. 

Mr.  Hyses.  What  was  that  about?    What  was  that  transaction? 

Mr.  BusQESS.  That  was  in  regard  to  a  water  flowage. 

Mr.  Htnes.  What  was  the  nature  of  that  transaction? 

Mr.  BoBOESS.  The  Edward  Hines  Lumber  Co.  had  banked  a  cer- 
tain quantity  of  pine  logs  on  the  Black  Kiver,  which  is  about  10  or 
11  miles  south  of  West  Superior,  and  that  portion  of  the  Black  Biver 
was  controlled  by  the  Black  Biver  Water  Power  Co.,  of  which  I  was 
secretary  and  treasurer.  On  the  land  that  we  own  there  are  two 
falls,  one  of  55  feet  and  one  of  190  feet,  and  there  is  a  dam  at  the 
top  of  the  highest  fall.  This  dam  was  built  there  by  some  company 
prior  to  our  obtaining  the  fee  of  the  land.  The  Edward  Hines  Lum'< 
Der  Co.  were  going  to  use  the  dam  to  Soat  those  logs  out,  and  our 
man  that  loolra  after  the  property  over  there  notified  us  that  they 
were  going  to  use  the  dam.  I  notified  Mr.  Cusaon  that  the  nsing  of 
that  dam  was  worth  a  certain  sum. 

Mr.  Hynes.  How  much? 

Mr.  BuBOESS.  At  the  first  conversatitm  I  told  him  I  did  not  know 
what  it  was  wtH^h ;  that  it  was  something  I  knew  nothing  about ;  that 
I  would  notify  Mr.  Sargeant,  who  knew  more  about  that  business. 

Mr.  Htnes.  What  did  you  do! 

Mr.  Burgess.  Mr.  Sargeant  told  me  to  ask  him  $150,  and  to  get 
all  I  could— not  less  than  $25. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Not  less  than  $25?     How  much  did  you  ask? 

Mr.  BuROEBS.  I  asked  $150. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Is  that  all  ? 

Mr.  BcROESs.  That  is  all. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Was  it  not  $250? 

Mr,  Burgess.  Well,  it  might  have  been.  It  was  a  long  time  ago. 
Mt  recollection  is  $150.  but  it  might  have  been  $250. 

Mr.  Htnes.  To  get  $250  if  you  could  get  it,  and  to  take  $25  if  you 
could  not. 

Mr,  Bchoebs.  Yes,  I  was  following  Mr.  Sargeant's  advic^  and  he 
knew  more  about  it  than  I  did.     I  think  we  got  $75. 

Mr.  Hynes.  That  was  his  advice,  to  ask  that  amount  and  take  $25 
if  vou  could  not  get  the  other? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes;  that  was  it  exactly. 

Mr.  Hynes,  That  was  his  idea  of  the  value  of  it  ? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  you  at  any  time  ask  him  $1,000?  Think  before 
you  answer. 
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Mr.  BnHOESS.  Oh,  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  do  not  know  whether  you  did? 

Mr.  BuBGEas.  Xo ;  I  do  not  know  whether  I  did  or  not. 

Mr.  Hyseb.  Did  you  at  one  time  talk  about  $2,500? 

Mr.  Burgess.  No;  I  do  not  think  it  was  that  bad — I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Htnes,  You  do  not  think  it  was  any  worse  than  a  thousand  ? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  do  not  know,  I  do  not  remember — that  is,  I  can 
not  remember  the  details.  It  is  quite  a  while  ago.  I  should  say  it 
was  8  or  10  years  ago.    I  could  not  give  the  dates,  even. 

Mr.  Htnes.  When  you  say  it  was  not  that  bad,  in  what  sense  do 
you  use  that  word  "  bad  "i 

Mr.  Burgess.  If  I  had  asked  $1,000,  that  would  have  been  ex- 
tremely gaily,  that  is  all. 

Mr.  Htnes,  That  would  depend  upon  the  supply  of  gall  on  hand, 
would  it  not,  whether  it  was  extreme  or  not?  What  were  you  finally 
paid? 

Mr,  Burgess.  I  think  it  was  $75, 

Mr.  Htnes.  And  did  the  Hines  Lumber  Co.  express  themselves 
at  all  in  condemnation  of  the  demand  that  was  made  by  you  ? 

Mr.  Buroess.  I  do  not  think  they  did. 

Mr.  Cook.  Do  you  not? 

Mr.  Burgess,  I  think  Mr.  Cusson  said  he  did  not  figure  that 
he  would  have  to  pay  anything  for  it. 

Mr,  Hynes.  It  did  not  do  you  any  harm,  did  it? 

Mr.  Burgess,  No. 

Mr.  Htnes.  It  had  been  used  before  that  without  any — I  was 
going  to  say  hold-up,  but  I  do  not  mean  that — without  any  demand  ? 

Mr.  Burgess.  No;  that  is  a  mistake. 

Mr.  Hvnes.  It  had  not  been  used  before  that?  How  long  had 
you  had  it  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  should  say  five  or  six  years. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Had  you  used  that  flow  of  water  for  anything? 

Mr.  Burgess.  No;  I  do  not  think  sa 

Mr.  Htnes.  Do  you  know  of  anybody  else  who  charged  for  that 
sort  of  use  of  the  water  there? 

Mr,  Buroess.  Not  at  the  present  time;  not  to  my  recollection; ' I 
do  not  know. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  you  charge  anybody  else  for  the  use  ofthatwater? 

Mr.  Buroess.  I  do  not  remember  that  we  did, 

Mr.  Hfnes.  Was  there  not  a  good  deal  of  feeling  engendered  by 
that  correspondence  and  that  transaction  between  you  and  the  Hines 
Lumber  Co.? 

Mr,  Burgess.  Not  to  my  knowledge.  There  was  absolutely  no 
occasion  for  it. 

Mr.  Htnes.  How  long  did  you  exclude  them  from  the  use  of  that 
water,  and  how  long  were  their  logs  held  up  there  before  you  con- 
sented, for  $75.  to  let  them  go  through? 

Mr.  Buroess.  I  do  not  think  it  was,  to  my  recollection,  over  a  day 
or  two.  though  I  am  not  positive  about  it;  but  that  is  my  recollection, 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  not  your  correspondence  on  the  subject  run  from 
May  to  July  ? 

Mr.  Buroess.  I  could  not  say  as  to  that. 
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Mr,  Htnes.  Do  vou  say  now  that  it  is  your  best  recollection  that 
they  were  held  up  ior  only  a  few  days? 

Mr.  BuRQESS.  That  is  my  best  recollection.  They  were  not  held  up 
over  three  or  four  days,  that  is  my  recollection  on  that. 

Mr.  Hynes,  Before  concluding"  with  this  witness,  I  should  like  to 
have  an  opportunity  to  talk  with  Mr.  Ijeech, 

The  Chairman.  He  will  not  be  excused.  Are  there  any  further 
questions  ¥ 

Senator  Jones.  When  did  you  say  you  sent  that  letter  to  Mr. 
Kohlsaat  ? 

Mr.  BtntoESS.  I  could  not  remember  the  date  of  it ;  somewhere  from 
10  days  to  2  weeks  before  Mr.  Lucius  came  into  our  place.  I  think  I 
said  10  days  or  2  weeks  before  the  Springfield  investigation. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  Mr,  McManus  tell  you  why  you  should  write 
to  Mr.  Kohlsiaat?    , 

Mr.  Burgess.  No. 

Senator  Joneb.  Did  you  tell  Mr.  Kohlsaat  in  your  letter  to  him 
how  you  came  to  write  to  him? 

Mr.  Burgess.  No  ;  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Senator  Jones.  How  did  you  start  out  that  letter? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  could  not  tell  you  from  memory. 

Senator  Jones.  Do  you  not  think  that  you  explained  to  him  how 
you  had  come  to  write  him ! 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  might  hare. 

Senator  Jones.  What  do  you  think  about  it  t 

Mr.  BuBGEsa.  I  would  not  say. 

Senator  Jones.  You  say  you  did  not  mention  this  $100,000  before 
the  Helm  committee  because  you  were  not  a^ed  about  it.  Is  that 
correct* 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes;  I  think  that  is  correct. 

Senator  Jones.  You  were  asked  this  question  there,  "What  gen- 
erally was  that  conversation ! "  Referring  to  the  conversation  be- 
tween Mr.  Wiehe  and  you? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes. 

Senator  Jones.  This  was  a  part  of  that  conversation,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes. 

Senator  Jones.  Why  did  you  not  tell  the  committee  about  that 
$100,000  proposition? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  could  not  say  why. 

Senator  Jones.  Are  you  sure  that  Mr.  Wiehe  mentioned  $100,000, 
or  is  not  that  something  that  you  had  seen  in  the  papers  since  that 
time? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Ko, 

Senator  Junes.  Is  not  that  something  tlint  you  have  seen  in  the 
papers  -since  that  time? 

Mr.  Burgess.  No. 

Senator  Jones.  Have  you  a  distinct  recollection  that  he  mentioned 
that  $100,000  was  raised,  in  that  convei-sation  ? 

Mr,  Burgess  {after  a  pause).  I  would  not  state  positively  that 
ihe  $100,000  was,  or  whether  it  was  put  in  the  form  of  $100,000  or 
a  "jack  pot." 

Senator  Jones.  So  you  are  not  certain  now  whether  the  $100,000 
was  mentioned  in  vou'r  conversation  or  not? 
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Mr.  BuKGEflB.  I  am  not^no. 

Senator  Jones.  Yoii  say  you  saw  Mr.  Cook  on  the  train  that  night 
that  you  went  to  Virginia  City  ? 

Mr.  Btiboesb.  I  think  .1  saw  Mr.  Cook  on  the  back  end  of  the 
sleeper. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  yon  see  him  after  you  got  off  the  train  ? 

Mr.  BuHGESs.  I  think  I  saw  Mr.  Cook  that  day,  in  the  evening,  at 
the  hotel. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  you  have  any  talk  with  him  at  the  hotel  ? 

Mr.  BuEGBSs.  No. 

Senator  Jones.  You  did  not  have  any  talk  with  him  at  all  at  the 
hotel? 

Mr.  BmtoEss.  Not  that  night;  no. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  he  get  on  the  train  the  next  morning  when 
you  did? 

Mr.  BtniGEss.  No;  he  got  on  the  train  Thursday  morning. 

Senator  Jones.  From  the  hotel  there,  or  was  he  on  the  train  when 
you  got  on? 

Mr.  BuHCESfl.  He  was  on  the  train  when  I  got  on  the  train. 

Senator  Gamble.  Did  Mr.  McManus,  when  lie  asked  you  to  write 
to  Mr.  Kohlsaat,  indicate  to  you  why  he  wanted  you  to  do  so,  or  that 
it  had  been  suggested  to  him  by  anybody — had  he  heard  from  some 
one,  or  why  did  he  ask  you? 

Mr.  BuROEss.  Mr.  McManus  and  I  had  been  talking  about  Mr. 
Kohlsaat  and  Mr.  Funk. 

Senator  Gamble.  They  had  testified  before  the  Helm  cxHnmittee 
at  that  time,  had  they,  at  the  time  of  this  conversation  ? 

Mr,  BusGEss.  I  would  not  say  whether  they  had  or  not,  Mr. 
McManus  and  myself  were  talking  about  Mr.  Kohlsaat  and  tl»e 
prospect  of  his  going  to  jail. 

Senator  Gamble.  Because  he  refused  to  give  tlie  name  of  his 
informant  before  the  Helm  committee? 

Mr.  Burgess,  Yes. 

Senator  Gamble.  And  it  was  this,  was  it,  that  prompted  Mr.  Mc- 
Manus to  suggest  to  you  to  write  to  Mr.  Kohlsaat  i 

Mr.  BuKGESS.  I  think  it  was  at  that  conversation,  or  the  next  day 
at  lunch  at  the  Elks  Club  he  tcAd  me  I  ought  to  write,  a^ed  m«  to 
write.  I  would  not  say  positively  whether  it  was  that  day  or  the 
next  day. 

Senator  Gamble.  So  that  you  wrote  then  to  Mr.  Kohlsaat  the  facts 
substantially  as  you  have  stated  on  the  witness  stand? 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes. 

Senator  Jones.  Is  there  anything  else  in  connecti<Hi  with  any  of 
these  conversations  that  you  know  that  yon  have  not  been  asked 
about  and  have  not  told  this  committee? 

Mr,  Burgess.  I  do  not  think  there  is.    I  do  not  think  of  anything. 

Senator  Jones.  You  think  we  have  gotten  at  about  everything  of 
any  importance  now  ? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  think  so. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  take  a  recess  here  until  2 
o'clock. 

(Whereupon  at  12  o'clock  and  28  minutes  p.  m.  the  committee 
took  a  rece.ss  until  2  o'clock  p.  m.) 
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TESHHOKY  OF  WILLIAJC  H.  BUSaESS— Continaed. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Mr.  Burgess,  ^vhat  did  you  say  was  your  address  in 
Duluthi 

Mr.  Burgess.  310  West  First  Street. 

Mr.  Hyi4es.  There  are  one  or  two  questions  here  that  I  desire  to 
read  from  your  examination  before  the  Helm  conunittee,  up  to  the 
point  where  you  said  you  stopped  reading  it  on  Thursday. 

Mr.  Healt.  Judge  Hynes,  can  we  not  agree  that  that  is  encom- 
passed within  half  a  page? 

Mr.  Htkes.  Yes;  but  I  want  to  show  just  what  it  covers.  It  will 
take  only  a  minute  to  read  the  whole  of  it.    It  is  as  follows: 

Q.  What  is  ;our  full  name?— A.  WlltlRni  Burgese. 

Q.  Where  do  yoa  HtcT— A.  Dulutli,  MtnD. 

Q,  How  long  bave  you  lived  at  Duluth,  Minn.!— A.  Tw«ity-elght  years. 

Q.  WTiat  1b  your  business? — A.  Electrie  contracting. 

Q.  What  Is  the  name  or  style  of  your  flrai? — A.  Burgees  Electrical  Co. 

Q.  Is  that  a  corporatloo? — A.  Partnereblp. 

Q.  Ton  are  one  of  the  partners?— A.  I  am. 

Q.  Who  Is  ihe  other?— A.  No;  I  aui  not  one  of  the  partners, 

Q.  Whitt  Is  your  poaitloii? — A.  Mnuager  and  treasurer. 

Q.  Who  iB  associated  with  you  In  that  business? — A.  A.  U.  B.  Burgess  and 
A.  B.  Burgess. 

Q.  Brothers  of  yours? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  How  long  has  that  been  your  bifslness,  Mr.  Burgess?— A.  Ever  since  I 
have  been  In  Duluth.  I  ani  superlnteudenl  of  the  eleotrlc-llght  plant  11  years. 
Before  that  I  was  In  the  contracting  business. 

Q.  Where  Is  your  business  located  in  Duluih;  whut  street? — A.  Twelfth 
Street,  310. 

That  was  as  far  as  you  read  your  testimony  1 

Mr.  Bttrgess.  I  think  it  was  about  that,  somewhere  along  there. 

Mr.  Htnbs.  What  ia  the  error  in  that  statement  as  to  your  address ! 

Mr.  BuKGEBB.  I  think  the  names  of  the  parties  of  the  Brm,  and  the 
location. 

Mr.  Htnks.  My  recollection  is  that  you  stated  this  morning  that  it 
was  an  error  in  your  address- 
Mr!  Hynes.  Was  that  an  error,  Twelfth  Street,  310  J 

Mr.  BuKOESfi.  Yes, 

Mr,  Htnes.  What  is  the  address? 

Mr.  Bdrgbsb.  310  West  First  Street, 

Mr.  Htnes.  That  is  as  far  as  you  read? 

Mr.  Busobss.  Yes. 

Mr.  Htnes,  Do  you  know  R,  J.  Shields,  who  dealt  with  ^ou  as  a 
representative  of  Mr.  Hines  for  a  portion  of  the  time  during  your 
negotiati<Hi3  for  the  opening  of  that  dam  ? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  do  not  think  I  had  any  conversation  with  Mr. 
Shields  whatever.    I  do  not  remember  it. 

Mr,  Htnes,  See  if  this  will  remind  you.  I-et  me  read  a  letter 
dated  Mav  10,  1906,  addressed  to  Mr.  R.' J.  Shields,  Superior,  AVis., 
from  the  fedward  Hines  Lumber  Co.,  which  was  read  by  Mr.  Shields 
to  you  when  he  was  negotiating  with  you.    It  is  as  follows: 

"  Mat  10,  1906. 
"Mr.  R.  J.  Shields,  Superior^  Wis. 

"  Dear  Sib  :  We  are  in  receipt  of  invoice  for  $2.60  for  the  use  of 
the  Black  River  Falls  Dam;  or,  in  other  words,  about  25  cents  a  thou- 
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sand  on  all  the  logs  driven  out  of  Black  Biver.  I  presume  you  are 
awnre  that  the  logs  were  landed  below  the  dam.  None  of  them  were 
sluiced  through  the  day;  also  that  the  dam  referred  to  in  no  way 
controlled  the  water.  The  facts  are  we  could  have  opened  the  dam  at 
the  Empire  headquarters  and  forced  these  parties  to  open  their  dam 
or  it  would  be  washed  away.  We  could  have  gotten  the  water  with- 
out any  assistance  from  them. 

"  I  am  willing  to  pay  $40  or  $50,  but  am  not  willing  to  pay  $2,500, 
which  is  all  out  of  reason.  \Vlien  I  instructed  you  to  pay  up  to  $60, 
in  making  this  settlement,  I  thought  I  was  very  liberal.  In  fact,  I 
did  not  think  they  would  ask  us  over  $25.  considering  the  fact  that  all 
the  logs  were  below  the  dam  and  could  have  been  driven  out  on  the 
high  water  without  the  use  of  the  dam. 

^  I  promised  Mr.  Burgess  I  would  see  him  early  last  week,  but 
being  unable  to  do  so,  I  turned  the  matter  over  to  you  and  supfwaed, 
of  course,  it  was  settled  long  ago.  Wish  now  you  would  see  Mr.  Bui^;ess 
at  your  earliest  convenienoe,  and  if  you  are  not  able  to  make  a 
fair  settlement,  drop  the  matter. 

"  Yours,  truly,  "  EnwAso  Hines  Lumber  Co. 

"  S.  J.  CnssoN,  Manager.'" 

(The  letter  was  marked  "For  identification,  Exhibit  Burgess  2.") 

Do  you  remember  that  now  \ 

Mr.  BuEQESs.  Do  I  rem«^mber  Shields  reading  me  that  letter!  Is 
that  what  you  have  reference  to? 

Mr.  Htnes.  Yes:  and  his  negotiations. 

Mr.  BuROESB.  I  do  not  remember  Mr.  Shields  ever  reading  me  the 
letter. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Or  handing  it  to  you  to  be  read? 

Mr.  BuRGEas.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Was  the  subject  of  that  letter  I  have  just  read  stated 
to  you  by  Mr.  Shields? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  do  not  think  it  was.     I  do  not  remember  it. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  do  not  remember  whether  it  was  or  not? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  do  not  think  it  was. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Do  you  remember  whether  it  was  or  not? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  do  not  think  it  was. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Will  vou  say,  that  you  remember  whether  it  was  or 
not? 

Mr,  Bcrgess.  I  distinctly  say  that  I  do  not  remember  it, 

Mr.  Hynes.  Now,  does  the  early  date  of  this  letter.  May  10,  1906, 
refresh  your  memory  at  all  as  to  how  long  those  negotiations  were 
pending? 

Mr.  Burgess.  No. 

Mr.  Hynes.  On  May  22  did  you  receive  this  letter,  ivhich  has  been 
marked  "  For  identification.  Exhibit  Burgess  3"? 

"  Mat  22, 1906. 
"  Burgess  Electric  Co., 

^^  Dvhith,  Minn. 

"  Genti-emen  :  Replying  to  your  letter  of  the  19th,  our  Mr.  Cusson 
is  away.  The  matter  has  been  turned  over  to  our  representative  at 
Superior,  who  we  presume  has  seen  you  ere  this.  We  feel  certain 
he  will  be  able  to  make  an  amicable  settlement  with  you. 

"  Yours,  truly,  "'  Edward  Hines  Lumber  Co. 

"  C.  H.  W." 
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Mr.  Burgess.  No. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  Do  you  remember  whether  you  received  that  or  not? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  do  not  remember  receiving  it.  I  do  not  remember 
reading  it. 

Mr.  HrNES.  Is  your  memory  on  that  the  same  as  it  is  on  the  letter 
just  preceding  this,  that  I  have  read? 

Mr.  BuROESS,  I  don't  remember  receiving  any  communications  by 
letter  regarding  the  matter, 

Mr.  Hynes.  I  mean  is  your  memory  in  the  same  condition  with 
respect  to  that  letter  that  yon  said  it  was  with  respect  to  the  letter 
that  was  addressed  to  Mr.  Shields  and  about  whicli  I  asked  you 
wheher  you  had  read,  whether  it  was  read  to  you  or  the  substance  of 
it  statecf  to  you ! 

Mr.  BuROEss,  About  the  same. 

Mr.  Hynes.  That  last  one  was  addressed  to  you.  Now,  on  July  18, 
1906,  there  is  another  letter  which  I  desire  to  read,  and  which  has 
been  marked  "  For  identification,  Exhibit  Burgess  4,"  and  is  as 
follows : 

"  July  18,  1906. 

"  BUHGESS  El^CTFIC  Co., 

'■'^  Dvluth,  Minn. 

"  Gentlemen  :  Replying  to  your  letter  of  the  17th  with  reference 
to  using  the  dam  at  Black  River,  we  note  your  remarks  with  refer- 
ence to  some  agreement  you  had  with  Mr,  Bob  Shields,  whom  I 
deputed  to  make  settlement  with  you.  Your  charge  was  so  far  from 
what  we  considered  a  fair  price  for  the  services  rendered  that  we 
did  not  settle  the  bill. 

"  Now,  then  we  may  as  well  be  frank  with  you.  We  were  willing  at 
any  time  to  pay  about  $50,  or  up  to  $75,  say.  This  is  all  the  service 
is  worth  and  more  too.  The  facts  are  you  did  not  control  the  dam  or 
the  water.  We  had  control  of  the  dam  above  you.  The  large  dam 
is  owned  by  the  Empire  Lumber  Co.,  which  runs  through  our  lands 
all  the  way  down  to  you.  Had  we  opened  the  gates  there,  there 
would  have  been  no  possible  way  for  you  to  hold  the  water.  You 
would  either  have  been  obliged  to  open  vour  gates  or  we  would  have 
taken  the  dam  out.  Any  practical  man  6nows  that  and  when  you  get 
ready  to  settle  on  a  fair  basis  and  will  send  me  an  invoice  for,  say, 
about  $75,  we  will  be  pleased  to  send  you  check.  Any  amount  greater 
than  this  we  would  not  consider  for  a  moment.  We  are  responsible, 
and  if  we  are  obliged  to  have  a  law  suit,  we  are  ready  to  have  one. 
"  Yours,  truly, 

"  Edward  Hines  Lumber  Co. 
"  S.  J,  CrssoN,  Manager^ 

Do  you  remember  that  letter ) 

Mr.  BuRGEBS.  No, 

Mr.  Hynes.  Or  anything  about  it  ? 

Mr.  BuRGEHS.  No. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  have  been  conducting  matters  as  nninager  for  the 
Bui^ess  Electric  Co.  ? 

Mr.  Bdkgess,  No;  conducting  matters  for  the  Black  River  Falls 
Co. 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  were  conducting  matters  for  it  ? 
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Mr.  Burgess.  Yes.  I  do  remember  Mr.  Cusson  in  the  Spalding 
Hotel  telling  me  the  substance  of  those  letters  regarding  the  Empire 
Lumber  Co.^  dam,  and  other  things  mentioned  in  the  letter.  I  have 
no  recollection  of  getting  the  letter, 

Mr.  HrNEfl.  Nor  of  the  figures? 

Mr,  Burgess.  Yes;  the  figures  are  all  right. 

Mr.  Htnes.  They  are  all  right,  as  I  read  themf 

Mr.  BuRGEes.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  receive  a  letter,  or  rather  was  a  letter  shown 
to  you  by  this  same  B.  J.  Shields,  who  is  referred  to,  in  that  last 
letter  I  read  which  was  addressed  to  the  Burgess  Eled,ric  Co.,  as 
Bob  Shields,  reading  as  follows,  and  which  has  been  marked  "  For 
identification  Exhibit  Burgess  5": 

"  Jolt  27,  1906. 
*'  Mr.  R.  J.  Shieuis,  Superior,  Wis. 

"Dear  Sir:  Inclosed  please  find  two  checks  for  $75  each;  cwie  to 
cover  amount  of  claim  of  the  Burgess  Electric  Co.  for  the  use  of  the 
Black  River  Dam,  and  settlement  in  full  for  their  claim  of  $250: 
the  other  in  settlement  of  the  claim  made  by  Emest  A.  Arnold,  of 
Superior,  trespass  on  section  4-46-13  for  20,000  of  timber  cut  by  the 
Ehico  during  the  winter  of  1905-6.  Please  acknowledge  receipt 
and  obli£;e. 

"  Yours,  truly,  "  Edward  Hines  Lumber  Co. 

"  S.  J.  Cdsson,  Manager^'' 

Mr.  BuBOEss.  No,  sir, 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  get  the  checks  t 

Mr.  Burgess.  Yes ;  I  got  the  check  for  $70, 1  think. 

Mr.  Htnes.  $70  for  you  and  $75  Ufc  another  concern?  It  was 
shout  that  time,  July  27,  1906,  was  it  not! 

Mr.  BcitoGss.  I  could  not  say  just  when  we  got  the  checks. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  would  say  that  it  was  about  the  date  of  that 
letter? 

Mr.  BuKGBSB.  Right  along  there,  I  should  say,  to  the  best  of  my 
recollection. 

The  diagram  which  the  witness  made  earlier  in  his  testimony  was 
marked  "  Ezhilnt  Burgess  1." 

Mr.  Hankcy.  Mr.  Burg«8s,  what  ia  Mr.  McManuB's  name? 

Mr.  BuRoeas.  A.  E, 

Mr.  Hamecv.  That  is  the  same  man  whoswcffsyou  to  this  affidavit? 

Mr.  BuROBSS.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Is  this  affidavit  marked  "  Exhibit  Burgess  6,  6-A,  and 
6-B  "  the  affidavit  about  which  you  testified  this  morning,  that  you 
gave  to  IjUCIUS  to  take  in  lieu  of  your  testimony,  if  you  happened  to 
be  away  from  Springfield  at  the  time! 

Mr.  BuRGEBS.  That  is  my  signature. 

Mr.  Hynes.  That  is  the  affidavit,  is  it  not! 

Mr.  Burgess.  Do  you  want  me  to  read  it  over! 

Mr.  lIixES.  I  don't  care  whether  you  do  or  not.  If  it  ie  necessary 
to  read  il  over  to  identify  it,  do  so. 

Mr.  BuBGESS.  I  think  that  is  it. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Well,  make  sure  of  it.    Let  there  be  no  doubt  about  it. 

Mr.  Hankcy.  He  says  it  is  his  signature. 

Mr.  Burgess.  That  is  it. 


3dbvGoOg[e 


SENATOR   FROM   ILLINOIS.  1375 

Mr.  HvNia.  I  will  now  read  into  the  record  the  affidavit  marked 
"Exhibit  Burgess  6,  6-A,  and  6-B,"  which  is  as  follows: 
■'State  of  Minnesota,  County  of  St.  Louis,  ss: 

"William  Burgess,  being  firstduly  awoin.on  oath  deposes  and  says 
that  he  is  a  resident  of  the  city  of  Dulutb,  in  the  State  of  Minnesota ; 
that  he  is  engaged  in  the  electrical  business  in  said  city ;  that  on  the 
6th  day  of  Itfarch,  1911,  he  took  the  Winnipeg  Flyer,  leaving  Duluth 
at  7  p.  m.,  to  go  to  Virginia,  Minn.;  that  upon  entering  the  ^uokine 
compartment  of  the  Winnipeg  Flyer  there  were  two  gentlemen  seated 
therein,  one  gentleman  whom  he  afterwards  ascertained  as  a  Mr.  Jt^n- 
s<Hi,  who  was  a  representative  of  the  Northwestern  Lumberman,  and 
who  may  be  described  as  follows:  Very  large,  fleshy  man,  jet-black 
hair,  full  face,  and  wearing  a  black  mit  on  one  hand,  weighing  about 
from  230  to  240  pounds,  in  stature  about  5  feet  10  inches, 

"The  other  gentleman  who  was  sitting  in  said  smoking  compart- 
ment, whose  name  is  unknown  to  said  affiant,  may  be  described  as 
follows:  Short,  medium  height,  smooth  face,  light  hair,  weighing 
about  140  or  150  pounds. 

"  Said  affiant  further  states  that  about  10  minutes  after  he  entered 
said  smoking  compartment  a  gentleman,  whom  this  said  affiant  after- 
wards ascertained  to  be  Mr.  C.  F,  Wiehe.  and  who  may  be  described 
as  follows,  about  5  feet  10  inches  in  height,  dark  hair,  broad  shoul- 
ders, dressed  in  a  gray  suit  of  clothes,  and  weighing  about  180 
pounds,  entered  said  compartjnent. 

"  Said  affiant  further  states  tliat  shortly  thereafter  Kudolph  Wey- 
erhaeuser and  his  two  brothers  entered  said  compartment.  Said  affiant 
further  states  that  from  the  time  he  entered  said  compartment  a 
general  discussion  was  entered  into  between  a  number  of  the  above 
described  gentlemen;  that  about  half  an  hour  thereafter  the  said 
three  Weyerhaeuser  brothers  left  said  compartment  and  the  conver- 
sation drifted  into  national  politics,  and  soon  therafter  the  said 
affiant  made  some  remark,  the  exact  nature  of  which  this  affiant 
does  not  remember,  relative  to  Mr.  Lorimer,  United  States  Senator, 
and  the  gentleman  in  gray  clothes,  who  said  affiant  afterwards 
ascertained  to  be  Mr.  'W'iehe,  made  objections  to  the  remark 
made  by  said  affiant.  A  discussion  regarding  Mr.  Lorimer's  election 
ensued. 

"  Mr.  Wiehe  asked  said  affiant  what  he  knew  personally  regarding 
Mr.  Lorimer's  election.  The  affiant  replied  that  all  he  knew  r^ard- 
ing  Mr.  Lorimer's  election  was  by  reading  the  papers.  Mr,  Wiehe 
asked  said  affiant  what  papers  he  was  in  the  haoit  of  reading,  and 
whether  or  not  he  got  his  information  from  the  Record-Herald  of 
Chicago.  The  said  affiant  replied  that  his  information  was  obtained 
from  reading  the  local  papers — the  Duluth  Evening  Herald,  Duluth 
News-Tribune  (morning  edition),  and  the  Sunday  Chicago  Exam- 
iner. Mr,  Wiehe  made  the  remark  to  the  affiant  that  his  knowledge 
ragarding  the  election  of  Mr.  Lorimer  was  limited,  or  words  to  that 
e^ct, 

"  He  further  stated  that  the  fight  on  Mr.  Lorimer  was  being  done 
throiigh  the  efforts  of  Mr,  Kdilsaat,  of  the  Chicago  liecord-Herald; 
that  Mr.  Kohlsaat  had  gone  so  far  as  to  employ  a  detective  agency 
to  trump  up  spurious  charges  against  Mr.  Lorimer;  that  one  of  the 
detectives  so  employed  belonged  to  the  Catholic  Church ;  that  said 
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detective  had  gone  to  Father  Greene  for  confession,  and  that  he  had 
confessed  to  P  ather  Greene  his  actions  in  the  case,  and  that  he  had 
acknowledged  to  Father  Greene  that  he  was  employed  to  get 
trumped-up  charges  against  Mr.  Lorimer  for  Mr.  Kohlsaat's  special 
purposes;  that  Father  Greene  told  the  detective  that  he  would  have 
to  stop,  and  that  he  would  not  give  the  detective  absolution  until  he 
had  made  a  written  confession  of  his  part  in  the  transaction;  that 
the  fight  was  being  made  against  Mr.  Lorimer  by  Mr.  Kohlsant  as 
a  personal  spite  against  Mr.  Lorimer;  that  Mr.  Lorimer  did  not 
spend  a  dollar  of  his  own  money  to  obtain  his  election  to  the  United 
States  Senate,  but  that  there  was  a  large  jack  pot  raised  for  the 
election  of  Mr.  Lorimer ;  that  he,  Mr.  Wiehe,  knew  what  he  was  talk- 
ing about,  as  he  himself  gave  $10,000  to  the  jack  pot.  Also,  that  it 
was  impossible  to  get  any  act  or  measure  of  benefit  through  the  Illi- 
nois Legislature  without  having  to  pay  for  it.  The  afRant  further 
states  tliat  shortly  afterwards  said  Wiehe  left  said  compartment, 

"  Said  affiant  further  states  that  upon  reaching  Virginia  said 
affiant  went  to  the  Fay  Hotel,  where  he  met  Mr.  W.  T,  Bailey,  of 
Duluth ;  that  when  he  met  said  Bailey  at  said  Fay  Hotel  said  Wiehe 
was  standing  in  the  lobby  of  the  hotel,  and  said  affiant  asked  said 
Bailey  the  name  of  said  Wiehe,  and  was  told  by  Mr.  Bailey  that  his 
name  was  C.  F.  Wiehe,  and  that  he  was  a  brother-in-law  of  Edward 
Hines;  that  shortly  after  Wiehe  left  said  hotel. 

"The  said  affiant  states  that  the  above  is  all  conversation  that 
took  place  upon  said  6th  day  of  March,  1911,  relative  to  Mr.  Lori- 
mer and  his  election,  and  further  this  said  affiant  saith  not, 

"Wm,  Buroess. 

"  Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  iTth  day  of  April,  1911. 

[seal.]  "A.  E.  McManits, 

"  Notary  PvhUc^  St.  Louis  County,  Minny 

My  commission  expires  November  2, 1917. 

(After  the  reading  of  the  foregoing  affidavit  the  following  oc- 
curred:) 

Mr.  Hykeh.  Mr.  Burgess,  in  your  testimony  this  morning  did  you 
forget  those  words  "  trumped  up  "  ?  This  morning  you  said  that  the 
detective  went  and  made  a  confession.  You  stated  that  on  direct 
examination,  and  upon  my  cross-examination,  and  I  think  in  answer 
to  a  question  by  one  of  the  Senators,  you  also  repeated  that  he  had 
made  a  statement  of  the  work  that  he  had  done  without  using  the 
words  "  trumped  up."  Had  you  forgotten  those  words  that  you 
put  in  the  affidavit  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Bi'hqess.  I  had  forgotten  that  I  had  used  the  word  "  trumped  " 
in  the  affidaviL  I  would  not  say  positively  that  Mr.  Wiehe  used  the 
word  "  trumped  " ;  bnt  he  conveyed  to  me  tnat  that  was  the  substance 
of  the  detective's  confession  to  Father  Green. 

Mr.  HiNES.  When  you  used  those  words  "  trumped  up,"  that  wa.i 
your  memory  at  the  time,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  BiFGESs.  That  was  my  memory, 

Air.  IIynes.  And  you  can  not  give  the  committee  any  reason  for 
leaving  out  those  words  now,  can  you? 

Mr.  BuROEss.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes  In  your  testimony? 

Mr.  Burgess,  ^o;  I  can  not  give  any  reason  fornJ^iGoOQk' 
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Mr.  Hy:<e8,  Who  paid  vour  exiwnses  to  Springfield  and  back  fram 
Dulufh? 

Mr,  Bdhgess.  I  got  a  check,  I  think,  from  the  firm  of  Healy- — — 

Mr.  Hanecv.  Cnytrans,  Healy,  and  somebody? 

Mr.  BcKGESS.  I  think  that  ivas  the  name  .signed  to  the  check. 

Mr.  HrsES.  ^Vhat  was  Ihe  name — Chytraus,  Healy,  and  someljody 
else? 

Mr.  Bdkcess.  Healy  is  the  only  one  I  remember, 

Mr.  Healy.  F'rost, 

Mr,  Hykes,  In  Chicago? 

Mr.  Burgess.  In  Chicago. 

Senator  ICern.  Are  you  referi-iiig  now  to  your  expenses  for  coming 
here? 

Mr.  BtTRCEes.  No;  the  expenses  to  Springfield. 

Mr.  Htnes.  From  Diilutn  to  Springfield. 

Mr.  Healy.  Judge,  I  suppose  tnere  will  be  no  question  but  that 
expense  was  paid  by  the  Stite  of  Illinois? 

Mr.  Hynes.  I  do  not  know ;  they  refused  to  pay  certain  other  wit- 
nesses that  went  down  there. 

Mr.  Healt.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  that,  but  that  particular 
expense  was  paid  by  the  State.  Acting  under  the  direction  of  the 
chairman,  I  sent  my  personal  check  to  this  witness  before  the  claim 
was  allowed.    It  was  afterwards  paid  back  to  me. 

Mr,  Hanect.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  that  connection  may  we  ask  that 
the  committee  ask  Mr.  Healy^who  is  now  one  of  its  counsel,  and 
was  at  that  time  the  counsel  for  the  Helm  committee,  and  the  only 
counsel  for  the  Helm  committee — to  get  the  letter  which  this  witness 
says  he  wrote  to  Mr.  Kohlsaat  ?  Mr.  Healy  said  he  had  it.  We  can 
not  get  it  unless  they  agree  to  produce  it.  I  have  no  doubt  that  if 
the  committee  asks  for  it  it  will  be  produced  to  go  into  the  record. 

Senator  Jones.  Mr.  Healy  said  he  would  write  for  it, 

Mr,  Healy.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  write  to  Mr,  Kohlsaat  and  ask 
him  to  send  on  that  letter. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  But  we  would  like  to  have  that  asked  bv  the  com- 
mittee— that  he  shall  get  that  letter;  and  also  that  this  witness  shall 
send  a  copy  from  his  stenographer's  notes,  so  that  we  may  have  both. 

Mr.  Hynes,  Will  you  do  that,  Mr,  Burgess? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  certainly  will. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Mr.  Burgess,  did  you  read  in  the  Chicago  Tribune  or 
hear  of  a  reward  offered  in  the  Chicago  Tribune  of  $5,000  for  anybody 
who  would  give  evidence  of  the  contribution  of  money  to  a  fund  for 
the  election  of  Senator  Lorimer? 

Mr.  Burgess,  I  never  saw  it. 

Mr.  Hynes,  You  never  heard  of  it? 

Mr.  Burgess.  I  never  heard  of  it. 

Mr,  Hynes.  You  have  not  put  in  any  claim  for  that? 

Mr.  Burgess,  I  have  not. 

Mr.  Hynes,  You  did  not  know  that  vou  were  entitled  to  anv  of 
that  $5,000? 

Mr.  Burgess.  No,  sir.    I  wish  I  did. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  see  it  largely  blazoned  on  the  front  page  of 
the  Tribune  or  hear  of  its  being  there  ? 

Mr.  Burgess.  You  have  reference  to  the  advertisement  ? 
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Mr.  Hynes.  No;  it  was  a  statement  in  the  front  page  of  Uie  Chi- 
cago Tribune,  covering  the  full  page,  I  understand,  or  nearly  the  full 
page,  and  running  for  a  long  time  in  the  paper  there,  offering  $5,000 
reward  for  evidence  showing  that  money  Bad  been  contribute  to  the 
election  of  Senator  Lorimer. 

Mr.  BuBOEss.  I  never  saw  it.  I  have  not  read  a  copy  of  the  Chicago 
Tribune  in  years. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  hear  of  that  advei*tisenient ? 

Mr.  liuROEMs.  1  did  not. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Or  of  that  reward? 

Mr.  BcBfiESS.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  That  is  all. 

Senator  Gamble.  Mr.  Hynes,  do  you  expect  to  follow  this  by  show- 
ing that  such  an  advertisement  was  printed  in  the  Chicago  Tribune! 

Mr.  Hynes.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  For  a  number  of  days  and  weeks,  running  clear 
across  the  front  page  of  the  Tribune. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  Beginning,  I  think,  on  the  29th  of  May,  1910. 

Mr.  Healy.  There  are  just  a  few  questions  that  I  want  to  ask  Mr. 
Burgess.  The  affidavit  that  has  been  introduced  in  evidence  was 
prepared  where,  Mr.  Burgess? 

Air.  BuKGEss.  In  my  office. 

Mr.  Healy.  Bv  whom  was  it  prepared  ? 

Mr.  BuHQEsa,  ft  was  prepared,  not  in  the  office,  but  in  what  we  call 
our  chandelier  room. 

Mr.  Healy.  By  whom  was  it  prepared? 

Mr.  Blmoksm.  By  a  young  man  named  Mr.  Lucius. 

Mr.  Healy.  Was  >Ir.  A^Manus  there? 

Mr.  BL'R(iE8.s,  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  give  Mr.  Lucius  the  information  upon  which 
he  based  the  recitals  contained  in  the  affidavit  ? 

Mr.  BcRREss.  I  gave  him  the  information,  and  he  dictated  it,  I 
think,  to  the  stenographer. 

Mr.  Healy.  Was  that  affidavit  prepared  before  or  after  you  tri- 
fled before  the  Helm  committee? 

Mr.  BuROEss.  It  was  prepared  before. 

Mr.  Hevly.  According  to  this  record,  you  testified  on  the  20th 
day  of  April,  1911,     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Bubgess.  I  could  not  say  as  to  the  date. 

Mr.  Fari{.\r,  I  think  we  can  agree  upon  that. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  then,  when  you  came  to  Springfield  and  before 
you  went  upon  tlie  stand,  you  talked  with  me  about  this  conversation 
between  yourself  and  Mr,  Wiehe,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Bt^RGESS.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healy,  Did  you  inform  me  in  that  conversation  about  the 
statement  made  by  Mr,  AViehe  with  reference  to  the  detective  and 
Father  Green  ? 

Mr.  BuROEBS.  I  do  not  know,  Mr.  Healy,  whether  I  informed  you: 
but  that  was  brought  up  between  us. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  remember  that  I  told  you  that  I  had  sub- 
mitted the  matter  to  the  committee  ? 

Mr.  BcROEss.  Yes, 

Mr.  Healy.  And  that  I  would  not  interrogate  you.  with  reference 
to  that  part  of  the  conversation?  .  .LiOO^^fc 
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Mr.  BcRGBSs,  You  did. 

Mr,  Healt.  But  that  if  anybody  asked  you  the  question  you  were 
to  tell  the  truth } 

Mr,  BuKOBSS.  Yes,  sir;  that  was  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  mean  the  Helm  committee. 

Mr.  Healt.  Yes.    That  is  all. 

Mr.  Htneb,  Mr.  Burgess,  in  your  direct  examination  you  said 
that  you  gave  that  affidavit  because  you  did  not  expect  to  he  able  to 
go  down  there.  What  changed  your  mind  and  made  you  go  down 
within  three  days! 

Mr,  BuBGESB,  Mrs,  Burgess  had  been  ill  since  the  8th  of  February, 
and  I  did  not  know  whether  I  could  get  away  or  not. 

Mr.  Hynes.  That  was  the  only  reason,  was  it? 

Mr,  BcROESS,  That  was  the  only  reason ;  yes. 

Mr.  Hynbs,  That  is  all. 

TESTZMOIT?  OF  HENRY  TUBBISH. 

Henbt  Turkish,  being  duly  sworn,  was  examined  and  testified  as 
follows : 

Mr.  Mahble.  'What  is  vour  name,  sir  ? 

Mr.  Turkish.  Henry  Turrish. 

Mr.  Marble.  ^Vhere  do  you  live! 

Mr.  Turrish.  Duluth. 

Mr.  Marble.  ^Vbat  is  your  business? 

Mr,  Tcbbish,  Lumbering. 

Mr.  Marble,  Lumbering! 

Mr,  ToBRisH.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Marble,  Are  you  an  operator  of  sawmills* 

Mr.  Turrish.  On  the  Pacific  coast  and  western  Idaho  and  Oregon 
at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Wirt  H.  Cook! 

Mr.  Turkish.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Have  you  had  business  relationship  with  him! 

Mr.  Turkish,  A  great  deal. 

Mr.  M.\RBLE.  Is  he  a  partner  of  yours! 

Mr.  TuRRiaii,  We  are  interested  in  some  deals  together  at  the 
present  time, 

Mr.  Marble,  How  long  have  you  been  interested  with  him! 

Mr,  TrRBiSH.  More  or  le^s  for  15  years. 

Mr.  Marble.  Are  you   personally  friendly! 

Mr.  Turrish.  Yes,  indeed, 

Mr.  Marble,  Intimate! 

Mr.  Turrish.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  yon  know  Mr,  Edward  Hines! 

Mr.  Turrish.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  long  have  you  known  him! 

Mr.  Turkish.  Possibly  seven  years. 

Mr.  Marble,  Have  you  had  business  relations  with  him  ? 

Mr.  Turkish,  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Have  you  had  any  unpleasantness  with  him! 

Mr.  Turrish.  Never. 
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Mr.  Marble.  Have  you  been  concerned  in  the  matters  in  which 
Mr.  Cook  lias  been  concerned,  and  about  which  he  has  had  trouble 
with  Mr.  Hines! 

Mr.  TijRRisii.  You  nieiin,  have  I  been  interested  in  those  com- 
panies? 

Mr,  Marble.  Yes;  financially  interested! 

Mr.  TuRRisii.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  have  known  about  the  unpleasantness  between 
Mr.  Cook  and  Mr,  Hines  as  it  went  along? 

Mr.  Tdrrisil  Ye.'i,  sir. 

Mr.  Marbije.  Did  you  know  that  from  Mr.  Cook  (;r  from  Mr- 
Hines? 

Mr.  Turkish.  From  Mr,  Cook. 

Mr.  MARBt£.  Do  you  know  Senator  Lorimer? 

Mr.  Turkish.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  have  no  feeling  of  prejudice  or  of  friendship  for 
him,  either? 

Mr.  Turkish.  No,  sir. 
.    Mr.  Marble.  None  at  all? 

Mr.  Turkish.  How  is  that  question? 

Mr.  Marble.  Have  you  any  feeling  of  prejudice  against  him,  or 
of  friendship  for  him,  personally! 

Mr,  Turkish.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  What  are  your  politics! 

Mr.  TuRRisH.  I  am  a  Republican. 

Mr.  Marble.  Were  you  in  Chicago  in  the  early  part  of  May,  1909  ? 

Mr.  Tdrrish.  Yes,  sir ;  about  that  time. 

Mr.  Marbijd.  Was  Mr,  Cook  there! 

Mr.  TuRRiSH,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Were  you  together! 

Mr.  TiiRRiBH.  A  portion  of  the  time. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  recall  a  conversation  between  Mr.  Eldward 
Hines,  Mr.  Cook,  and  yourself,  which  took  place  in  Chicago  in  the 
early  part  of  May,  1909  ? 

Mr.  Turrish.  Yes ;  I  remember  such  a  conversation. 

Mr.  Marble,  ^Vhere  did  that  take  place!  « 

Mr.  Turkish.  Tn  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel. 

Mr.  Marble,  At  what  time  of  day  ? 

Mr.  TuRBisH.  I  am  not  positive  of  that.  I  think  along  about  10 
or  11  o'clock. 

Mr.  Marble.  Would  you  say  it  was  in  the  forenoon! 

Mr.  Turrish.  Yes;  it  was  sometime  in  the  forenoon, 

Mr.  Marble.  Can  you  fix  the  day,  the  month,  and  the  year! 

Mr.  Turrish.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Or  can  you  fix  the  year!  [After  a  pause.]  I  want 
the  conversation  that  took  place  early  in  May,  1909.  Can  you  fix 
that  year  and  that  month  as  the  time  of  tlie  conversation ! 

Mr.  Turkish.  I  can  fix  the  year;  yes,  sir.  I  did  not  know  what 
time  it  was.     It  was  some  time  in  ilay,  as  near  as  I  can  remember. 

Mr,  Marble.  Do  you  remember  where  in  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel 
you  were! 

Mr.  Turkish.  Wc  were  in  the  corridor  of  the  hotel. 

Mr.  Marble.  On  what  floor? 

Mr.  Turrish.  On  the  ground  floor. 
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Mr.  Marble.  ^Tio  was  there  first? 

Mr.  TuRRisH.  Mr.  Cook  and  1,  as  I  remember  it.  were  sitting  there 
talking. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  who  came! 

Mr.  TnRRiau.  Mr.  Hines  came  in  the  hotel. 

Mr-  Marble.  Mr.  Edward  Hines  ? 

Mr.  Turkish.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  AVhich  direction  was  he  coming  from?  Do  you  re- 
member? 

Mr.  TuRRiaiL  Xo,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  he  join  vou  there? 

Mr.  Turkish.  Yes,  sir.  We  stood  up,  and  I  tliiiik  we  shook  hands 
with  Mr.  Hines. 

Mr,  Mabble.  Then  you  had  a  conversation  ? 

Mr.  Turrism.  Yes;  there  was  a  conversation. 

Mr.  JIabble.  Will  you  give  us  that  conversation  as  nearly  as  you 
can! 

Mr.  TuHRisH,  I  would  not  attempt  to  repeat  evei^  word  that  was 
said.  1  do  not  remember  all  that  was  said.  All  I  know  is  just  the 
substance  of  it. 

Mr.  M.VBBLE.  Give  the  substance  of  it  as  nearly  as  you  can  recall. 
What  was  the  first  subject  discussed;  do  you  remember? 

Mr.  Turkish,  Yes.  It  was  with  reference  to  the  condition  of  the 
southern  pine  market. 

Mr.  Marble.  Who  brought  up  that  subject? 

Mr.  Turkish.  I  think  I  did. 

Mr.  Marble,  Was  the  tariff  discussed  in  connection  with  that 
subject? 

Mr.  TuHBisH.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  All  right.  Go  ahead  and  give  us  the  conversation, 
nowj  as  nearly  as  you  can. 

Mr,  Turkish.  At  that  time  Mr.  Hines  had  been  down  to  Wash- 
ington. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  he  tell  you  in  the  conversation  he  had  been  to 
Washington? 

Mr.  TuRRiflH.  Yes;  and  I  knew  in  a  general  way  he  was  down  here. 

Mr*  Marble,  We  want  the  conversation  first,  Mr.  Turrish. 

Mr,  Turkish.  We  discussed  the  market  conditions.  He  asked 
me  how  I  found  conditions  on  the  Pacific  coast  with  reference  to 
prices  and  the  demand  for  lumber.  Then  the  demoralized  condition 
of  the  southern  market  was  talked  over,  and  the  conversation  drifted 
on  to  the  tariff  on  lumber. 

Mr.  Marble.  All  right.    What  was  said  about  the  tariff? 

Mr,  Turkish.  I  asked  him  how  he  was  getting  along— what  prog- 
ress he  was  making  down  here  with  the  tariff — tlie  tariff  on  lumber. 

Mr,  Marble.  ^Vhat  did  he  say? 

Mr,  Turrish.  He  did  not  seem  to  be  verj-  hopeful. 

Mr.  Marbi-e.  AVhat  did  he  say?    Do  you  recall  what  he  said? 

Mr.  Turrish.  Tlie  substance  of  his  conversation  was  that  human 
nature  asserted  itself  in  different  places  when  it  came  to  the  tariff 
question;  that  everybody  wanted  their  individual  stuff  protected, 
but  they  wanted  their  neighbors'  on  the  free  list,  or  words  to  thai 
effect;  and  that  human  nature  asserted  itself  when  it  came  to  that. 
In  the  courpe  of  the  conversation  I  said  to  Mr.  Hines:  "  Mr.  Stephen- 
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son,  being  a  lumbermanj  is  all  right,  isn't  he?"  He  said:  "No; 
Stephenson  is  an  uncertain  quantity  ";  that  he  had  done  business  for 
him  for  20  years  or  more,  and  that  he  really  did  not  know  where  ho 
stood  on  tlie  lumber  question ;  he  was  undecided. 

Mr.  Marble.  Was  there  anything  further  said  about  Mr.  Stephen- 
son? 

Mr.  TuKHiSH.  No;  nothing.  That  was  the  substance  of  what  was 
said. 

Mr.  Marbu;.  All  right ;  what  next  ? 

Mr.  TntRisH,  Then  there  was  some  reference  made  to  a  Member 
of  Congress  who  had  made  a  very  good  argument,  who  understood 
Uie  situation  pretty  well,  by  the  name  of  Foniney. 

Mr.  Marble.  Wno  made  that  reference  to  Mr.  Fordney! 

Mr.  Ttjkrish.  I  do  not  remember  whether  I  did— whether  I  spoke 
to  Mr.  Hines  about  Fordney's  argument  or  what  I  had  read  in  the 
papers  about  what  he  had  been  saying — or  whether  Mr.  Hines  men- 
tioned it. 

Mr.  Marm£.  Very  well.    What  next? 

Mr.  TuBRiSH.  That  is  about  all  that  was  said. 

Mr.  Marble.  Was  there  any  reference  to  Congressman  Lorimer  or 
Senator  Lorimer  in  that  conversation? 

Mr.  TcRHisH.  Senator  Lorimer's  name  was  mentioned. 

Mr.  Marbi^  By  whom? 

Mr.  TuHRiSH.  It  was  mentioned  by  Mr.  Hines ;  and  I  do  not  re- 
member whether  he  said  he  was  a  candidate  or  whether  he  would  be 
elected  or  what.    My  memory  is  hnzy  on  what  was  said  about  it. 

Mr,  Marble.  Did  he  say  a  candidate  for  what? 

Mr.  TtTRRisH.  For  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Marble.  Is  your  memory  clear  that  he  was  mentioned  in  con- 
nection with  the  Senate? 

Mr.  Tttrribh.  His  name  was  mentioned,  but  I  can  not  just  place 
it  in  what  way.  Either  that  he  was  a  candidate,  or,  I  think  he  said 
he  would  be  a  candidate, 

Mr.  Marble.  You  think  he  said  that  he  would  be  a  candidate? 

Mr.  Tlt{ri8h.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Are  you  clear  that  he  was  mentioned  in  connection 
.  with  the  Senate  at  all?  * 

Mr.  Turkish.  Yes.  sir ;  I  think  so.  I  think  that  I  spoke  about  the 
Illinois  deadlock  at  that  time,  and  I  think  that  is  how  it  came  up. 

Mr.  Marble.  Then  Mr.  Hines  told  yon  that? 

Mr,  Ti'RRiBii.  Well,  in  the  conversation,  as  I  remember  it.  Mr. 
Hines  said  Mr.  Lorimer  would  be  a  candidate,  or  was  a  candidate, 
or  words  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  Marble,  Ho  you  remember  any  reference  to  Senator  Stephen- 
son as  "  old  Stephenson  "  in  that  conversation? 

Mr.  TrRRiSH.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  remember  any  reference  to  the  southern  Dem- 
ocrats or  their  attitude  toward  the  lumber  schedule? 

Mr.  TrRRiSH,  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Would  you  say  that  there  was  no  reference  to  the 
southern  Democrats  and  their  attitude  toward  the  lumber  schedule! 

Mr.  TuRRiSH.  I  did  not  hear  any. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  did  not  hear  any? 

Mr.  Turkish.  No. 
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Mr.  Marble.  You  did  not  hear  Senator  Stephenson  referred  to  as 
"  old  Stephenson  "  ? 

Mr.  Turkish.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  are  sure  of  that? 

Mr.  TuHRisH,  I  am  sure. 

Mr.  Marbuj.  Did  you  hear  any  reference  to  Congressman  Boutell, 
of  Illinois? 

Mr.  Tderish.  It  seems  to  me  that  Congressman  Boutell's  name  was 
mentioned,  but  I  can  not  recall  in  what  particular.  I  think  in  the 
course  of  the  conversation  bis  name  was  mentioned,  but  I  can  not 
recall  in  what  way. 

Mr.  Marbu:.  Do  you  recall  whether  or  not  it  was  mentioned  in  con- 
nection with  the  lUmois  Senatorship? 

Mr.  Turhibh.  I  could  not  tell. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  remember  Senator  Aldrich's  name  being 
mentioned  ? 

Mr.  TtRRiflH,  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Would  you  say  that  it  was  not  mentioned ! 

Mr.  TuRRiSH.  I  did  not  hear  it. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  will  say  that  you  did  not  hear  iti 

Mr.  TuRRisH.  I  did  not  hear  it. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  hear  these  words,  or  anything  containing 
the  substance  of  these  words,  said  in  that  conversation  by  anybody 
there  present: 

We  had  Bontell  fixed  for  tbe  seriHtorebtp.  He  bad  iironilsed  to  worh  to  feeep 
the  $2  duty,  the  [ireBeiit  duty  on  lumber ;  but  when  the  lumber  schedule  come 
up  Itefore  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  Boutell  was  working  lor  free  lum- 
ber. I  immeillBtcly  touk  the  matter  tui  ivith  Senator  AliVrlch,  and  It  was  de- 
cided that  1  bare  a  talk  with  I.orlnier.  I  went  to  see  I^rimer.  He  will  stand 
pat.  He  will  listen  to  reaeon.  He  will  do  ae  he  a^ees  to  do.  I  have  got  it 
all  fixed.    I>orlmer  will  be  the  next  Senator  from  Illinois. 

Mr.  TmtRisH.  I  do  not  recall  (Jiat, 

Mr.  Masble.  You  would  recall  it  if  you  had  heard  it,  would  yon 
not? 

Mr.  TVrbish.  I  think  I  should. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  recall  any  portion  of  it? 

Mr.  TuRRisH.  So,  sir.  Mr.  Boutell's  name  was  mentioned  in  some 
way,  but  I  can  not  say  in  what  particular.  I  remember  his  name 
being  mentioned  during  the  conversation. 

Mr.  Marble.  Have  you  discussed  that  conversation  since  that  time 
with  anyone? 

Mr.  TuRRisir.  The  first  time  tliat  there  was  ever  any  reference  to 
that  conversation,  the  first  time  it  was  ever  recalled,  was  about — I 
think  it  was  some  time  in  December  or  the  first  of  January,    I  was 

Sing  from  Madison  to  Duluth  one  evening  on  the  late  train,  and 
r.  Cook  was  in  the  buffet  car,  and  he  asked  me  if  I  remembered  the 
conversation.    That  was  the  only  time  that  it  was  ever  discussed. 

Mr.  Marble.  December  of  what  year  ? 

Mr.  TuRRiSH.  This  last  December. 

Mr.  Marble.  December,  1910? 

Mr.  Ttrrish.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Were  you  in  Mr.  McCordick's  office  with  Mr.  Cook 
at  or  about  that  time  ? 

Mr.  Ttrrish.  I  have  never  been  in  Mr.  McCordick's  office. 
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Mr.  MAttBLE.  Did  Mr.  Cook  tell  you  his  memory  of  the  conversa- 
tion in  that  talk  on  the  train  ? 

Mr.  TtTRHiSH.  Mr.  Cook  that  evening  repeated  a  part  of  the  conver- 
satioDj  and  wanted  to  know  if  I  remembered  it. 

Mr.  Marble.  ^Vhat  did  you  tell  him  ? 

Mr.  Turkish.  I  told  him  I  had  not  thought  about  the  matter,  and 
asked  him  what  there  was  to  it,  or  words  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  Marble.  'What  did  you  mean  by  that — what  there  was  to  it  ? 

Mr.  TcHRiSH.  I  did  not  know  why  he  was  recalling  the  conversa- 
tion. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  asked  him  why  he  was  recalling  it.  Did  he  tell 
you  why? 

Mr.  TuBRiSH.  No;  he  did  not. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  he  refuse  to  answer  your  question? 

Mr.  TVuRiSK.  Did  he  refuse? 

Mr.  Marble.  Yes ;  did  he  refuse  to  tell  you  why  he  was  recalling  it  ? 

Mr.  TcRRiSH.  Jfo;  he  smiled  and  said  he  wanted  to  see  if  I  remem- 
bered it. 

Mr.  Marble.  What  did  you  tell  him  about  your  memory  ? 

Mr.  Tdrrish.  I  did  not  discuss  it  very  much.  We  did  not  go  into 
that  thing  very  far.  There  were  n  few  words  said,  and  the  conver- 
sation drifted  into  another  channel. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  tell  him  that  you  did  not  remember  it? 

Mr,  TfRRiSH.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  did  tell  him  I  remembered 
it  or  did  not.  I  do  not  believe  I  said  mnch  about  it,  only  I  remem- 
bered the  occasion  of  onr  meeting  in  the  hotel. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  tell  him  that  you  did  remember  it? 

Mr.  Ttrrish.  I  told  him  that  I  remembered  the  occasion  of  our 
meeting  in  the  hotel.  That  was  one  of  the  things  he  wanted  to 
know  if  I  remembered. 

Mr.  Marble.  That  was  all  you  told  him  at  that  time  as  to  the  stat« 
of  your  memory? 

Mr.  TtTRRisH.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Have  you  talked  with  anyone  else  about  it  since? 

Mr.  TtTRRisH.  I  talked  to  William  O'Brien. 

Mr.  Marble.  William  O'Brien  was  not  present  at  the  conversation, 
was  he? 

Mr.  TuRHisn.  No;  that  was  some  time  after  that;  probably  it  was 
within  the  last  couple  of  months. 

Mr.  Marble.  What  was  the  occasion  of  vour  talking  to  William 
O'Brien  ? 

Mr.  Tdrrish.  Mr.  O'Brien  told  me  that  I  was  liable  to  be  a  witness 
in  this  case,  and  the  conversntJon  started  from  that. 

Mr.  Marble.  Where  was  this  conversation  with  Mr.  O'Brien  ? 

Mr.  Turkish.  It  was  in  my  office. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  did  Mr.  O'Brien  ask  yon  if  you  had  had  such 
a  conversation? 

Mr.  Tt^brisii.  Mr.  O'Brien  spoke  about  Mr.  Cook  and  asked  if  I 
had  had  this  conversation. 

Mr.  Marble.  ^Tiat  was  it  that  he  said  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Tdrrish.  He  asked  me  just  what  I  remembered  about  it? 

Mr.  Marble.  'S\Tiat  did  you  tell  him? 

Mr.  Turrish.  I  told  him.  practically  as  I  have  to-day,  just  what  I 
remembered.     I  told  him  I  was' not  particularly  interested,  and  I 
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made  no  note  or  memoranda  of  any  kind,  but  I  could  not  repeat 
everything  that  was  said. 

Mr.  Marble.  What  did  Mr.  O'Brien  say  then?  I  want  to  exhaust 
that  conversation  as  quickly  as  possible. 

Mr,  TuRRiSH.  I  do  not  just  remember  every  word  that  was  said. 
We  discussed  the  thing  pro  and  con  and  one  thing  and  another— 
several  subjects. 

Ml".  Marble.  What  was  the  substance  of  it? 

Mr,  Turkish.  There  was  nothing  further  than  that  said  with  refer- 
ence to  the  conversation.  He  also  mentioned  his  position  with  refer- 
ence to  a  telephone  communication,  or  something,  in  a  room. 

Mr.  Marble.  'What  did  he  say  about  that? 

Mr,  TuRRiHH.  He  said  that  he  was  not  paying  any  attention. 

Mr.  Marble.  He  said  that  he  was  not  paying  any  attention  to 
what! 

Mr.  Turkish.  That  be  did  not  pay  any  attention  to  what  was 
said — the  conversation  in  the  room, 

Mr,  Marbl-e.  Did  he  say  anything  else  than  that? 

Mr.  Turkish.  He  said  that  Mr.  Cook  seemed  to  remember  every- 
thing. 

Mr.  Masble.  Was  he  expressing  some  surprise  at  the  extent  of  Mr. 
Cook's  memory? 

Mr.  Tdhhish,  Did  he? 

Mr.  Makble.  Yes. 

Mr.  TtJKHisH.  No;  he  did  not  seem  to. 

Mr.  AfARBLE.  Was  there  any  reflection  on  Mr.  Cook  carried  in  your 
mind  ly^  that  remark? 

Mr.  Turkish.  No ;  he  did  not  say  anything  against  Mr.  Cook. 

Mr.  Marble.  That  is  all  that  he  said  about  the  telephone  conversa- 
tion? ■ 

Mr.  Tdbrwh.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  that  is  all  that  you  told  him  about  this  conversa- 
tion at  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel? 

Mr.  Tdbkish.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  talk  to  anyone  else  about  that  conversation 
at  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel? 

Mr-  Turkish.  No ;  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

ilr.  Marble.  After  your  name  was  used  at  tlie  Helm  inquiry,  did 
yon  talk  to  anyone  then  about  your  memoiy  of  that  conversation? 

Mr.  Turkish.  I  was  on  the  Pacific  coast  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Marble.  I  know :  but  did  you  talk  to  anyone  about  your  mem- 
ory of  the  conversation  ? 

Mr.  Turkish.  No,  sir ;  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Marble.  Nobody  at  all? 

Mr.  Turkish.  No. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  anyone  communicate  witli  yoit  regnrding  if? 

Mr.  TtJKRiSH.  No,  sir. 

Mr,  M.AKBLE.  Did  Mr.  Cook  communicate  with  yon? 

Mr.  Turkish.  No.  sir;  he  did  not. 

Mr.  Makble.  Or  Mr.  Hines? 

Mr.  Turkish.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  ]\fAR»LE.  Or  anyono  acting  for  either? 

Mr.  Turkish.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  That  is  all.  ^  . 

Dig-izedbyCiOOgle 


1386  SENATOB  FBOM  ILLINOIS. 

Mr.  HYNes.  That  is  all. 

ITie  CHAiRarAN.  The  witness  may  be  excused. 

TESTDKONT  OF  HESHAN  E.  HETTIES. 

Hebman  H.  Hettleb,  being  duly  sworn,  was  examined  and  testified 
as  follows: 

Mr.  Marblb.  What  is  your  name,  sirt 

Mr.  Hettleb.  Herman  H,  Hettler. 

Mr.  Marble.  Where  do  you  reside? 

Mr.  Hettleh.  567  Hawtnorne  Place,  Chicago. 

Mr.  Marble.  What  is  your  business! 

Mr.  Hettleh.  Lumber  business. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  long  have  you  resided  in  Chicago? 

Mr.  Hettleb.  About  33  or  34  years. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  long  have  you  heem  in  the  lumber  business  in 
Chicago ! 

Mr.  Hbttler.  I  started  at  that  time  as  an  employee  in  other  com- 
panies. 

Mr.  Mabble.  You  are  the  proprietor  of  the  lumber  business  with 
which  you  are  concerned  now  ? 

Mr.  Hettler.  I  am  the  president. 

Mr.  Marble.  It  is  a  corporation  ? 

Mr.  Hettler.  Yes, 

Mr.  Makble.  WTiat  is  the  name  of  the  corporation! 

Mr.  Hettler.  The  Herman  H.  Hettler  Lumber  Co. 

Mr.  Marbi£.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Edward  Hines? 

Mr.  HBTTuat.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Marble.  How  long  have  you  known  him  ? 

Mr,  Hettler.  Somewhere  between  20  and  26  years. 

Mr.  Marbu:.  What  have  been  your  relations  witb  Mr,  Hines  during 
that  time? 

Mr.  Hettler.  Varied. 

Mr.  Marble.  Indicate  the  limits. 

Mr.  Hettler.  Well,  at  times  we  have  had  relations  which  might 
be  considered  fairly  pleasant,  and  at  other  times  they  were  not 
pleasant. 

Mr.  Marble.  What  made  the  unpleasantness  when  it  occurred? 

Mr.  Hetfler.  Generally  methods  or  slight  differences. 

Mr.  Marble.  Explain  just  a  little  more  fully. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Marble,  do  you  expect  to  try  the  question  as 
to  the  right  or  wrong  of  it  as  between  them? 

Mr.  Marble.  Not  a  bit  of  it.  I  simply  want  to  show  the  state  of 
mind  of  the  two  gentlemen  toward  each  other. 

The  Chairman.  Very  well.     Go  ahead. 

Mr.  Marble.  In  so  far  as  this  witness  is  discredited  by  any  feel- 
ing of  animosity  toward  Mr.  Hines.  I  want  to  develop  it  right  now. 

The  Chairman.  I  was  simply  wondering  how  wide  you  would 
open  the  door  to  cross-examination. 

Mr.  Marble.  I  shall  try  to  be  careful. 

Mr.  Hettler,  you  have  had  business  troubles  with  Mr.  Hines? 

Mr.  Hetti.er.  Not  anything  material  that  I  can  recollect. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  have  had  differences  over  the  matter  of  the 
tariff  on  lumber? 
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Mr.  Hettler.  Slight.  If  you  wish  to  save  time,  I  can  briefly  state 
that. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Well  had  you  not  better  ask  him? 

Mr.  Hettler.  My  differences  as  applied  to  Mr.  Hines  were  tliose 
of  method. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Method? 

Mr.  Hettler.  Method.  For  example,  before  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee  he  made  statements 

Mr.  Marble.  You  need  not  tell  us  what  the  statements  are. 

Mr.  Hettler  (continuing).  A^Tiich  I  did  not  consider  were  based 
on  facts.  Therefore,  in  a  conversation  with  him^  I  called  his  atten- 
tion to  that,  and  I  possibly  can  sum  it  all  up  m  the  approximate 
words.  I  remarked  that  I  was  familiar  with  the  conditions  in  the 
Georgian  Bay  district,  and  that  I  knewj  or  at  least  thought,  that  he 
was  also  familiar  with  those  conditions;  and  therefore,  when  he  made 
statements  that  lumber  coidd  be  produced  there  from  the  tree  to  its 
finished  product  cheaper  than  it  could  be  under  similar  conditions 
in  the  States,  that  he  was  not  stating  the  facts.  He  replied:  '■  You 
know  tliat  and  know  it;  but  those  fellows  down  there  don't  know  it." 
That  rather  took  me  back  for  the  moment.  And  I  remarked  to  Mr. 
Hines :  "  Your  statements  are  published  in  the  papers,  and  every 
manufacturer  that  reads  them,  who  is  familiar  witli  those  conditions, 
knows  that  they  are  not  justined," 

There  was  not  anything  strenuous  about  the  conversation  in  any 
way.     It  was  carried  on  in  a  conversational  manner. 

Senator  Jokes.  Is  there  any  personal  ill  feeling  between  you  and 
Mr.  Hines? 

Mr.  Hettleh.  We  have  never  been  very  friendly,  personally. 

Senator  Jones.  You  are  not  now  ? 

Mr.  Hettler.  We  are  not  now. 

Senator  Gamble.  How  long  has  that  personal  feeling  existed  be- 
tween you  and  Mr.  Hines  ?  * 

Mr.  Hettler.  I  do  not  know  exactly.    I  could  not  state. 

Senator  Gamble.  Twenty  of  the  26  years  you  have  known  him, 
or  15  years  or  10  years! 

Mr.  Hettler.  There  was  not  any  deep-seated  feeling. 

Senator  Gamble.  There  was  feeling? 

Mr.  Hettler.  Yes. 

Senator  Gamble.  How  long  has  that  existed? 

Mr.  Hettler,  Possibly — well,  I  could  best  answer  it  by  saying  that 
I  do  not  tltink  we  have  ever  been  friends. 

Senator  Gamble.  And  you  are  not  friendly  now  ? 

Mr.  Hettleb.  No  sir:  we  are  not. 

Senator  Kebn.  Was  tliere  any  ill  feeling  toward  him  on  your  part 
during  all  those  years,  or  on  his  part  toward  you  ? 

Mr.  Hettler.  No  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  That  is  what  we  are  talking  about. 

Mr.  Hettler.  Or  anything  of  that  sort. 

Senator  Kern.  Have  you  any  ill  feeling  toward  him  now? 

Mr.  Hettler.  Well,  I — I  think  possibly  a  little  bit  less  of  him  that 
he  should  in  his  testimony  bring  in  the  name  of  my  father. 

Senator  Kern.  Previous  to  that  time,  did  you  have  ill  feeling  to- 
ward him! 
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Mr.  Hettler.  As  far  as  Mr.  Hines  is  concerned.  Senator,  or  any 
other  man  on  earth,  I  never  would  have  a  sufficient  degree  of  ill 
feeling  toward  anyone  that  would  permit  me  to  bear  false  witness" 
against  him  in  any  way,  shape,  or  manner,  or  form,  or  do  him  an 
injury. 

Senator  Gamble.  And  you  liave  no  feeling  against  him  now  which 
would  control  you  in  your  testimony? 

Mr.  Hettler.  It  would  would  not;  no,  sir;  positively. 

Senator  Gamble.  Or  affect  you  ? 

Mr.  Hettleb,  Nor  affect  me.  If  you  please,  since  I  have  spoken 
about  itiy  father,  I  should  like  briefly  to  correct  some  inaccuracies 
there,    I  can  do  it  in  just  a  few  sentences,  if  you  care  to  have  it. 

Mr.  Marble.  That  is  for  the  committee  to  say. 

The  Chairman.  I  leave  that  to  counsel. 

Mr.  Marble.  I  did  not  feel  like  giving  the  witness  permission  with- 
out the  consent  of  the  committee.    I  am  willing  that  he  should. 

The  Chairman.  Proceed. 

Mr.  Hettler.  My  father  started  with  the  Pennsylvania  Co.  pos- 
sibly 3&  to  10  years  before  his  death.  \\Tien  he  went  to  the  war  ho 
left  his  job,  and  when  he  came  back  he  resumed  his  work  in  tho 
car  shops,  and  later  worked  in  the  lumber  yard,  and  became  a  lumber 
inspector,  and  later  was  put  in  charge  of  the  purchases  for  the  Penn- 
sylvania Lines  west,  the  purchasing  department  of  which  is  entirely 
separate  and  distinct  from  the  Pennsylvatua  Railroad  east,  which  is 
the  large  end  of  the  Pennsylvania  svstem. 

Senator  Kern.  Was  your  father  Capt.  Hettler.  who  formerly  lived 
at  Fort  Wayne,  Ind. « 

Mr.  Hettler.  Yes,  Senator;  and  if  you  knew  him  or  if  you  knew 
anybody  who  did  so  that  you  could  ask  about  him,  I  should  be  very 
glmL 

He  had  charge  of  the,  lumber  purchases  for  the  Pennsylvania  lines 
west.  Later  in  life,  partially  as  a  recognition  of  his  ability,  he  was 
given  a  slight  degree  of  employment  in  an  advisory  capacity  in  con- 
nection with  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Co.'s  eastern  lines,  whose 
purchasing  agent  is  located  at  Pittsburg.  His  services  there  we-re 
required  only  when,  in  the  ordinarj-  course  of  his  business,  he  could 
conveniently  explain  to  lumberyards,  sawmills,  etc..  the  kinds  and 
qualities  of  lumber  which  would  be  satisfactory  and  proper  to  ship, 
or  on  which  they  named  quotations,  when  they  received  inquiries 
from  the  Philadelphia  purchasing  agent. 

Thus  you  will  note  tnat  he  was  emplovcd  only  in  the  way  of  an 
expert.  He  did  not  purchase,  obtain  oids,  place  orders,  or  do.  any- 
thing of  that  kind  for  the  Pennsylvania  Railrond's  eastern  division. 
He  worked  steadily  and  faithfully  up  to  within  one  week  of  his 
death. 

Mr.  Hines  states  that  certain  unpleasantness  arose,  that  applied 
to  2-inch  A  and  B  selects  and  other  references,  with  the  details  of 
which  I  will  say  I  am  entirely  unfamiliar.  T  understood,  in  a  gen- 
tral  way,  that  my  father  had  some  trouble  with  the  Edward  Hines 
Lumber  Co.,  but  he  kept  his  business  to  himself,  as  applying  to  any- 
thing of  that  kind,  so  you  see,  gentlemen,  that  I  could  not  have  any 
malice  concerning  a  condition  of  affairs  i-egarding  which  I  was  not 
familiar. 
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But  I  will  say  that  his  duties  increased  instead  of  diminished. 
This  occurred  in  1892.  One  week  prior  to  his  death,  in  1899,  No- 
vember 6,  when  he  was  not  in  condition  to  work,  he  was  out  attend- 
ing to  his  duties,  and  after  he  died  it  was  a  long  time  before  they 
were  able  to  get  a  man  to  replace  him;  and  he  died,  having  merited 
the  confidence  in  his  ability  and  the  thorough  belief  in  his  integrity 
and  honesty  of  every  one  of  his  superior  officers  to  the  best  of  my 
knowledge  and  belief. 

Mr.  Marble.  Now,  all  this  may  be  summed  up  by  saying  that  your 
attitude  toward  Mr.  Hines  was  unfriendly,  but  you  wouldnot  call  it 
malicious  f 

Mr.  Hettleh.  No,  sir ;  I  would  not. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  it  does  not  affect  your  testimony  in  any  wayt 

Mr.  Hettler.  No,  sir;  not  in  any  way.  I  think  my  testimony 
speaks  for  itself,  if  it  is  read. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  recall  being  in  the  T^nion  League  Club  at  Chi- 
cago, III.,  on  the  afternoon  of  May  26,  1909? 

Mr.  Hettler.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  The  day  that  Senator  Lorimer  was  elected  at  Spring- 
field? 

Mr.  Hettler.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  see  MrT  Hines  there? 

Mr.  Hettler.  I  did. 

Mr.  Marble.  Where  were  you  when  you  first  saw  him? 

Mr.  Hettler.  I  was  standing  by  the  cigar  case. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  near! 

Mr,  Hettler.  I  was  about  in  that  attitude  [illustrating],  leaning 
on  the  edge  of  the  case,  looking  over  into  the  case,  and  also  looking 
at  some  cigars  which  had  been  placed  there  for  me,  I  was  about  to 
buy  a  few  cigars.    I  was  making  a  short  trip  to  Toronto. 

Mr.  Marble.  Where  did  yon  see  Mr.  Hines  t 

Mr.  Hettler.  As  I  was  standing  there,  some  one  touched  me  on  the 
shoulder,  and  I  turned  this  way  fto  the  left]  and  for  the  first  time 
saw  Mr,  Hines, 

Mr.  Marbi.e.  Which  shoulder  was  toward  him  ? 

Mr.  HuTTiJSt.  This  one  [indicating  the  right]. 

Mr.  Marble.  ^Vhy  did  you  turn  to  the  left  ? 

Mr.  Hettler.  Because  his  arms  were  over  like  this  [illustrating]. 

Mr.  Marble.  His  arm  was  across  your  shoulder? 

Mr.  Hettler.  Yes. 

Mr,  Marble.  Very  well.  You  turned.  Then  did  you  look  into 
his  face? 

Mr.  Hettler.  Yes;  his  face  was  as  near  as  that  [illustrating]. 

Mr.  Marble.  What  was  said  ? 

Mr.  Hettler.  He  said.  "  Do  you  know  the  name  of  your  new- 
Senator?  " 

Mr.  Marble.  What  did  you  say? 

Mr.  HETTtJCR.  I  replied,  "  No." 

Mr.  Marble,  fio  on  now. 

Mr.  Hettt-er.  He  said.  "It  is  Lorimer.  He  has  been  elected.  I 
iust  finished  talking  to  him,  just  left  this  moment,"  waving  his  hand 
in  the  direction  of  the  telephone  booth. 

The  Chairman.  Talking  with  Mr.  Lorimer? 

Mr,  Hettler.  Yes. 
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Mr.  Mabdle.  Did  he  say  he  had  been  talking  to  Mr.  Lorimer? 

Mr.  Hettler.  He  said,  "  I  have  just  been  taking  to  him."  He  did 
not  say  Lorimer.    That  was  the  inference,  however. 

Mr.  Marble.  Very  well,  go  on. 

Mr.  Hettler.  He  said,  "I  elected  him.  I  did  it  myself,  per- 
sonally."   Do  you  want  me  to  go  on  with  the  whole  conversation  * 

Mr.  Marble.  Yes ;  go  on. 

Mr.  Heiti.er.  He  continued  on,  somewhat  in  the  same  line  of  talk, 
and  was  going  from  one  side  of  me  to  the  other;  and  in  the  mean- 
time I  had  turned  around  a  bit,  and  the  conversation  for  a  short 
period  of  time  was  along  the  same  line,  that  he  was  greatly  pleased 
over  the  election  of  Mr.  Lorimer.  I  was  not  making  any  particular 
pi'ogress  in  buying  my  cigars,  and  stepped  across  to  the  other  side, 
where  there  was  a  little  shelf  or  desk,  and  partially  for  the  purpose 
of  changing  the  subject  possibly,  I  asked  him  regarding  the  tariff. 
You  will  note  that  I  had  this  previous  conversation  with  Mr.  Hine.'' 
on  the  subject  of  the  tariff;  and  he  replied  to  me  in  effect  that  he  bad 
been  having  a  great  time  in  Washington  during  the  past  fall  and 
spring,  or  winter  and  spring,  and  that  he  had  beaten  tne  President, 
that  he  had  beaten  Taft;  that  Taft  was  in  favor  of  free  lumber,  and 
he  had  beaten  him  out 

My  replv  was  that  in  effect  that  i  thought  that  was  unfortunate ; 
that  I  did  not  consider  it  right;  tiiat  it  was  not  what  the  pet^le 
wanted,  and  that  it  was  certainly  not  what  the  business  interns 
wanted;  that  I  thought  the  tariff  lines  should  be  settled  in  such  a 
way  that  they  would  remain  settled.  I  can  go  on  with  stnne  details, 
but  that  is  in  effect  what  was  said. 

Mr.  Marble.  What  are  those  details? 

Mr.  Hettler.  He  replied  that  he  viewed  the  situatim  somewhat 
as  I  had  expressed  it;  that  he  thought  it  would  be  advisable  that 
the  tariff  should  be  reduced,  and  that  he  personally  favored  that  it 
be  reduced  to  a  dollar  and  a  half.  Then  the  newspapers  all  over  the 
country  would  publish.  "  Great  reducti(m  in  the  lumber  tariff,  25 
per  cent  off,"  and  similar  remarks.  But  he  said  further  that  the 
question  as  to  bow  it  would  be  settled  was  in  the  hands  of  but  a  very 
few  of  them.  That  remark  was  made  prior  to  the  one  regarding 
which  I  have  just  made  the  statement — in  regard  to  favoring  a 
reduction  to  a  dollar  and  a  half.  That  is  about  the  nature  of  the  talk. 
I  did  not  aim  to  keep  the  conversatirai  exactly  in  my  mind,  but  I 
am  positive,  you  understand,  that  I  have  expressed  the  sense  of  that 
conversation. 

Mr,  Marble.  You  are  positive  that  Mr.  Hines  said  that  he  had 
himself  elected  Mr.  Lorimer? 

Mr.  Hettijeh.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  he  say  how? 

Mr.  Hettler.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  he  give  you  any  details  at  all  ? 

Mr.  Hettler.  No,  sir;  it  was  the  formation  of  the  sentence  which 
impressed  itself  on  my  mind  and  caused  me  to  remember  it,  because, 
as  I  stated  before,  I  considered  it  <juite  egotistical. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  vou  ask  him  in  what  way  he  had  aided  in  the 
election  of  Senator  Lorimer? 

Mr.  Hettler.  No,  sir. 

Mr,  Marble,  Did  vou  leave  the  club  with  Mr.  Hines  that  day? 
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Mr.  HETn.EB.  No,  sir. 

Mr,  I^Iarble.  "Who  w«it  first? 

Mr.  Hettu;r.  I  do  not  remember. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  catch  your  train? 

Mr.  Hettler.  Yes,  air. 

Mr.  Marbls.  What  time  did  your  train  leave  Chicago? 

Mr.  Hettler.  That  train  left  Chicago  at  3.02.  Permit  me  to  make 
the  correction  in  the  record  of  the  Helm  committee  that  I  have  read. 
It  says  there  that  that  train  left  at  2.03.  The  Grand  Trunk  train  for 
Toronto  has  for  years  left  at  3,02. 

Mr.  Marble.  Was  that  your  error  at  Springfield  in  that  matter  of 
time? 

Mr.  Hettler.  I  do  not  think  so.  I  do  not  see  how  I  could  make 
that  error,  because  I  know  that  train  so  well.  I  make  the  trip  quite 
often. 

Mr.  Marble.  Tou  did  catch  the  Grand  Trunk  train  for  Chicago 
that  d^? 

Mr.  Hbituji.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marb[£.  How  long  before  the  train  left  was  it  that  you  had 
this  conversation? 

Mr.  Hettler.  I  would  judge  this  conversation  started  about  2,20. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  did  you  go  from  the  Union  League  Club  to  the 
train? 

Mr.  Hettler.  Having  allowed  myself  sufficient  time,  I  expected  to 
go  out  and  get  a  car  at  the  corner  of  Dearborn  Street  and  go  over 
to  the  train  in  that  way,  but  I  was  delayed  on  account  of  this  conver- 
sation so  that  when  I  got  out  to  the  street-car  tracks  there  was  not 
any  car  in  sight,  and  I  had  to  move  very  quickly.  It  was  too  late  to 
get  a  cab,  and  I  walked. 

Mr,  Marble.  How  far? 

Mr.  Hettler.  To  the  Dearborn  Station,  the  Grand  Trunk. 

Mr.  Marble.  When  did  you  first  tell  about  this  conversation,  Mr. 
Hettler? 

Mr.  Hettler,  I  am  not  positive  about  that.  I  think  it  was  the 
following  week. 

Mr,  iAnBLE.  Whom  did  you  tell  ? 

Mr.  Heth-er.  It  may  have  been  the  same  day,  however;  but  it 
occurs  to  me  that  it  was  the  following  week,  because  I  was  in  Toronto 
the  27th  and  28th,  I  was  back  in  Chicago  Sunday,  and  Monday  I 
was  at  my  office,  arid  the  following  week  I  was  in  the  Union  League 
Club.  I  am  not  positive  when  it  was.  I  wish  to  state  now  that  I  did 
not  consider  the  matter  of  any  importance  whatsoever.  It  was  not  in 
any  way  confidential.  It  was  spoken  in  a  loud  tone  of  voice,  and, 
according  to  my  recollection,  Mr.  Hines  came  into  the  club,  walking 
in  his  usual  rapid  manner,  going  past,  and  there  were  several  lumber- 
-  men  there  with  whom  I  was  acquainted,  and  they  made  some  remark 
in  a  partially  joking  way.  and  I  replied  to  it,  and  in  just  an  offhand 
manner  said  something  to  the  effect  that  he  claimed  the  credit  for 
having  elected  Mr.  Ixirimer. 

Mr.  Marble.  This  was  the  time,  a  week  after  the  conversation? 

Mr.  Hettler.  I  think  so.    It  was  about  the  following  week. 

Mr.  Marble.  It  was  after  the  conversation? 

Mr.  Hettler.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  this  is  the  time  when  you  first  told  about  it? 
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Mr.  HiTTLER.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marbi-b.  Did  you  tell  him  what  he  said? 

Mr.  Hettler,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Whnt  brought  you  to  the  attention  of  the  Helm 
committee?     Do  you  knowT 

Mr.  IlEm-EE.  No;  I  would  love  to  know.  I  wish  the  chairmaii 
would  ask  Mr.  Healy,  and  let  me  hear  the  answer. 

Mr.  Mabble.  I  will  tell  you,  if  you  want  to  know, 

Mr.  HANEcr.  Several  of  us  would  like  to  ask.  Mr.  Healy  some 
things. 

Mr.  Healt.  Mr.  Healy  is  here  to  answer  any  proper  questions  by 
anyone  who  desires  to  ask  him. 

Mr.  Hettler.  It  may  as  well  be  understood,  however,  that  I  did 
not  offer  my  services,  because  I  did  not  see,  and  I  do  not  see  yet, 
where  I  have  anything  of  value. 

Senator  Gamble,  That  is,  you  went  to  testify  before  the  Helm 
committee  after  you  had  been  subpoenaed  to  go  there? 

Mr,  Hettleh,  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Gamble,  Your  testimony  was  not  volunteered  ? 

Mr.  Hettleh.  It  was  not,  Senator,  and  I  should  love  to  know  why 
I  was  subpcenaed. 

Mr.  Marblk.  You  know  that  you  were  subpcenaed  here  because 
you  had  been  before  the  Helm  committee  and  given  that  testimony 
there.     That  explains  that. 

Mr.  Hettler.  There  was  not  so  much  objection  to  coming  here, 
after  what  has  been  said. 

Mr,  Marble.  Was  anyone  else  present  in  the  room  at  the  time  of 
this  conversation? 

Mr,  Heto.er.  What  conversation? 

Mr,  JVIarble,  With  Mr,  Hinefi  on  the  day  of  the  election  of  Sena- 
tor Lorimer? 

Mr,  Hetti.er,  The  young  man  who  was  serving  me  with  cigars. 

Mr.  Marble,  Do  you  know  his  name? 

Mr.  Hettler.  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Marblb,  The  young  man  employed  by  the  Union  League 
Club? 

Mr.  Hettler.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Marble.  How  far  was  he  from  you  and  Mr.  Hines  when  the 
conversation  began  ? 

Mr,  Hettler,  The  width  of  the  cigar  case. 

Mr,  Marbi^,  Showing  you  cigars? 

Mr,  HETn-BH,  Yes, 

Mr.  Marble.  Would  you  say  that  conversation  was  in  such  a  tone 
of  voice  that  he  could  have  heard  it? 

Mr.  Hettler,  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Would  you  have  heard  it  if  you  had  been  in  his 
position  ? 

Mr.  Hettler.  Very  readily — that  is,  the  portion  of  the  conversa- 
tion which  was  held  before  the  cigar  case.  In  fact,  even  if  he  had 
endeavored  to  avoid  hearing  that  conversation  I  think  it  would  have 
been  difficult.    There  were  other  employees  in  their  usual  places. 

3dr.  Marble.  Would  you  say  that  they  could  have  heard  if  ? 

Mi-.  Hettler.  If  they  would  have  turned  our  way  or  had  been 
paying-  attention  they  would  have  heard  it,  I  think. 
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Mr.  Marble.  But  the  cigar  boy  you  are  sure  could  have  heard  it? 

Mr.  Hettler.  Yes;  the  first  portion  of  the  conversation. 

Mr.  Marbu:.  When  you  moved  acri>ss  the  room  and  had  the  talk 
About  the  tariff? 

Mr.  HEi-n-EB.  That  was  one  reason  I  moved  civer  there — to  get  the 
talk  a  little  more  guiet. 

Mr.  Marble,  Did  you  feel  embarrassed  about  that  talk? 

Mr.  Hettler.  I  had  no  occasion  to  feel  embarrassed,  but  it  was 
rather  joyful,    I  did  not  see  anything  wrong  in  the  conversation. 

Mr.  Marble,  Did  you  discuss  the  election  of  Senator  Lorimer  after 
thatwithMr.  Hines! 

Mr.  Hettler.  I  do  not  think  so:  not  to  my  knowledge. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  ever  discuss  tlie  rllinois  Legislature  with 
Mr,  Hines? 

Mr,  Hettler.  No,  sir. 

Mr,  Marble.  Or  the  way  in  which  votes  were  gained  f hei-e  ? 

Mr,  Hettler.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  That  is  all. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Mr.  Hettler.  in  your  testimony  before  the  Helm  com- 
mittee you  said  something  about  being  ih  a  hurry  to  make  vour 
train? 

Mr.  Hettler.  Yes, 

Mr.  HyKE8.  About  it  getting  close  to  the  time  of  its  departure? 

Mr.  Hettler.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  that  that  was  the  reason  you  moved  away,  was 
it  not.  from  the  cigar  case,  in  order  to  break  up  the  group  and  the 
conversation,  that  you  wanted  to  leave  and  make  your  train,  and 
did  not  want  to  tell  him  that  you  were  going  to  Canada,  because  you 
were  competitors.  Do  you  remember  that  statement  before  the  Helm 
committee? 

Mr.  Hetitler.  I  do  not  think  I  put  it  quite  in  that  way. 

Mr,  Htnes.  What  is  your  recollection  as  to  the  way  you  did  put  it? 

Mr.  Hettler.  Well,  all  those  points  were  in  there — that  I  was 
anxious  to  make  the  train,  but  I  also  wanted  to  stop  the  conversa- 
tion, and  I  did  not  care  to  state  to  Mr.  Hines  that  I  was  going  to 
Toronto. 

Mr.  HTNEa.  Didn't  you  want  to  tenninate  the  conversation  because 
you  were  in  a  hurry  to  make  your  train  ? 

Mr.  Hettler.  Why,  Judge,  I  do  not  think  I  put  it  exactly  as  ter- 
minating the  conversation  when  I  moved  away  from  the  cigar  stand 
and  walked  to  the  desk, 

Mr.  Hykes.  I  know;  but  didn't  you  move  away  for  that  reason — 
for  the  purpose  of  terminating  the  conversation  and  getting  away 
and  makmg  your  train? 

Mr,  Hetiler.  I  had  in  my  mind  that  I  wanted  to  make  my  train. 
How  do  you  want  me  to  answer  that)  I  do  not  see  what  you  are 
getting  at 

Mr.  Htnes.  Just  according  to  the  facts, 

Mr.  Hettler.  But  you  have  got  a  sentence  that  contains  three 
clauses. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Answer  each  one  of  them  separately,  if  you  like. 

Mr,  Hettler.  All  right ;  ask  them  again. 

Mr,  Hynes,  Do  you  remember  what  they  are? 

Mr.  Hettlek.  Not  ns  well  as  you  coiild,  possibly. 
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Mr.  Hynes.  Well,  let  us  see.  Did  you  not  say  before  the  Helm 
committee,  '*  I  was  not  personally  very  much  interested  in  the  elec- 
tion one  way  or  the  other,  and  made  some  remark  to  that  effect"! 

Mr,  Hetfler.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  HyNEs.  "And  he  continued  the  same  line  of  conversation, 
which  was  rather  detaining  me  from  "getting  my  cigars,  because  I 
wanted  to  take  the  2.03  train"? 

Mr.  Hettler.  The  3.02  train. 

Mr.  Htnes,  Well,  I  am  reading  from  your  testimony  there — 
"which  was  rather  detaining  me  from  getting  my  cigars,  because  I 
wanted  to  take  the  2.03  train,  and  I  did  not  care  about  mentioning  to 
him  that  I  was  going  over  there  "? 

Mr.  Hettleh.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Hynes,  Do  you  remember  making  that  statranent? 

Mr.  Hkttleb.  Yes. 

Mr.  HrNES.  "  We  are  competitors  in  business.  So  I  moved  away 
for  a  short  distance  from  the  cigar  stand  across  to  that  desk,  which 
was  12  feet  on  the  other  side — 10  or  12  "? 

Mr.  Hbttler.  Yes. 

Mr,  Hyneb.  "And  he  came  over."  He  pursued  you,  according  to 
that  statement.    Is  that  fight ! 

Mr.  Hettler.  Yes;  in  pffect. 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  did  not  go  over  there  to  change  the  conversation, 
but  to  get  away  from  him,  because  he  was  detaining  you  from  getting 
your  cigTtrs  and  getting  your  train. 

Mr.  Hettler.  Yes:  out  you  will  understand,  in  addition  to  that, 
that  I  was  also  detaining  that  cigar  boy  there,  and  I  was  doing  no 
business  with  him. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  moved  away  12  feet  from  him. 

Mr.  Hettler.  Yes;  but  he  was  still  waiting  to  serve  me. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  had  not  received  your  cigars  up  to  that  timet 

Mr.  Hettler.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  are  sure  about  that? 

Mr.  Hettler.  Quite  sure.  I  only  wanted  to  get  a  few.  I  was  only 
going  to  be  gone  a  few  days. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Well,  a  few  or  many,  you  did  not  come  back  to  the 
cigar  case,  did  you? 

Mr.  Hettler.  Well.  I  think  I  did;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Are  you  sure  about  that? 

Mr.  Hettler.  I  am  quite  sure  about  it.  because  I  know  I  got  my 
Clears  before  I  left. 

Mr.  Hykes.  But  did  you  not  get  them  before  you  left  the  cigar 
case? 

Mr.  Hettler.  No;  I  could  not. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Well,  as  soon  as  you  got  through  with  Mr.  Hines,  or 
he  with  you,  you  started  for  the  station,  did  you? 

Mr.  Hettlhr.  I  think  probably  I  went  back  to  the  coat  room  to 
get  m_v  suit  case.  I  do  not  see  how  that  i.s  material.  I  think  I  had 
my  suit  case  sent  down  and  cheeked  in  the  check  room,  and  it  was 
either  there  or  over  to  the  (Jrand  Tnink  fStation,  but  I  had  my  hat  in 
there — no;  I  had  not. 

Mr.  Hynes,  Did  you  have  your  hat  on? 

Mr.  Hettler.  I  do  not  think  I  did.    I  do  not  remember  that. 
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Mr.  Hynes.  But  you  do  speak  here  of  being  detained  and  trying 
to  get  vour  train. 

Mr.  Hettler.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  want  to  renew  a  subject  that  you  had  dis- 
cussed with  him  before — the  tariff  question? 

Mr.  Hettler.  I  did  not  renew  the  subject.  I  was  asking  him  what 
were  the  conditions  then. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  then  you  said  you  wanted  to  change  the  conver- 
sation, and  so  you  renewed  the  subject,  did  you  not! 

Mr,  Heitles.  Yes;  I  did. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Are  you  .sure,  now,  that  he  made  those  statements 
about  the  attitude  or  Mr.  Taft? 

Mr.  Hettler.  I  am. 

Mr.  Hynes,  Do  you  also  remember  whether  or  not  Mr.  Taft's  atti- 
tude in  that  matter  was  known  at  that  time,  on  the  26th  of  May,  1909  i 

Mr.  Hettler.  I  do  not.  The  only  information  I  had  at  that  time, 
as  far  as  I  can  recollect,  was  the  statement  given  to  me  by  Mr.  Hines. 
Later  on,  I  judged  from  what  I  read  in  the  newspapers  that  Mr. 
Taft  was  in  favor  of  dollar  lumber.  I  do  not  know  yet  what  he  did 
favor. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  not  know  at  that  time  that  Mr.  Taft  had  re- 
fused to  be  quoted  and  had  refused  to  expr^s  his  position  on  the 
tariff  question  until  the  bill  passed  the  House  and  the  Senate  and 
was  submitted  to  him? 

Mr.  Heitlek,  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  did  not  know  that  factf 

Mr.  Hettler,  No,  sir ;  I  did  not  know  it. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  ever  hear  anybody  say,  either  before  that 
talk  with  Mr.  Hines  or  afterwards,  that  Mr.  Taft  was  in  favor  of 
free  lumber) 

Mr.  Hettler,  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  yet  you  tell  us  that  Mr.  Hines  said  that  to  you 
then  and  stated  that  he  already  had  beaten  him  on  the  question) 

Mr.  Hettler.  Yes. 

Mr,  Hynes.  Had  the  bill  passed  at  that  timet 

Mr.  Hettlbh,  The  tariff  bill » 

Mr,  Hynes.  Yes, 

Mr.  Hettler.  No,  sir;  because  it  was  afterwards  changed,  and  it 
was  made  $1.25. 

Mr.  Hynes.  It  had  not  passed  at  that  time,  and  you  did  not  know 
what  the  attitude  of  the  President  was) 

Mr.  Hetileb.  I  did  not. 

Mr,  Hynes.  Did  your  differences  with  Mr,  Hines  on  the  tariff 
arise  out  of  the  fact  that  your  interests  were  across  the  border  in 
Canada,  and  his  interests  were  chiefly  on  this  side  of  the  border) 

Mr,  Hetiler,  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr,  Hynes,  Well,  your  interests  were  across  the  border) 

Mr.  Hettler,  A  small  proportion  of  them, 

Mr,  Hynes,  What  proportion) 

Mr.  Hettleb,  What  volume  of  our  business) 

Mr.  Hynes.  No  ;  your  ownership  of  lumber,  of  timber  in  the  stump- 
age — is  it  not  all  in  Canada,  and  was  it  not  at  that  time) 


101183— PT  5—11- 


3dbvGoOg[e 


1396  SENAIOK  FBOM   TLLIK0I6. 

Mr.  Hettlek.  That  question  can  not  be  ansn-ered  that  way  in  fair- 
ness. 

Mr.  IIvME8.  I  can  not  understand  why  it  can  not.  Answer  the 
question  and  explain  it. 

Mr.  Hettler.  We  are  in  the  lumber  business ;  engaged  in  the  buy- 
ine  and  selling  of  lumber. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Please  answer  my  question.  Is  not  all  your  stumpsge 
or  ownership  of  standing  timber  on  tlie  other  side  of  ttie  line  between 
the  United  States  and  Canada! 

Mr.  Hetti^k,  The  only  stumpage  which  our  company  ever  owned 
is  located  in  Canada.    That  answers  your  question  ? 

Mr.  Hynes.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hettlee.  My  business,  however,  is  very  small  in  comparison 
over  there  to  what  it  is  on  this  side. 

Mr.  Hykes.  How  extensive  was  it  over  there — ^well,  that  is,  all  you 
own! 

Mr.  HKniiEB.  Yes.  I  think  at  that  time  it  consisted  of  9  square 
miles.  The  entire  stumpage  waa  not  equal  to  one-third  of  the  amount 
of  business  that  we  had  here. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  you  were  in  favor  of  free  lumber? 

Mr.  HBTTT.EB.  I  was  neutral  on  the  subject,  for  this  veiy  reason 

Mr.  Hynes.  Were  you  in  your  discussions  with  Mr.  Hines? 

Mr.  Hettleb.  I  was. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  never  expressed  yourself  in  favor  of  free  lumber 
to  him  or  in  his  presence! 

Mr.  HciTLEB.  I  stated 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you,  please.    Please  answer  the  question. 

Mr.  Hettlbb.  Ask  it  again. 

(The  reporter  repeated  the  question,  as  follows:) 

You  never  expressed  yimrsplf  1h  favor  of  free  hiiuber  to  IiIim  or  In  bts 
presence? 

Mr.  Hettleb.  I  expressed  myself  on  a  number  of  occasions  that  I 
personally  favored  free  lumber.  I  would  like  to  answer  thatj  how- 
ever, by  saying  that  my  purdiases  from  manufacturers  on  this  side 
and  my  relations  with  them  were  su(^  that  I  never  felt  that  I  was 
sufficiently  well  qualified  in  my  judgment  as  to  conditions  in  Maine 
and  on  the  Pacific  coast  to  warrant  taking  any  active  part  in  en- 
deavoring to  have  free  lumber, 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  take  any  part  in  the  meetings  of  lumbermen  t 

Mr,  Hettlee.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  In  any  organizations! 

Mr.  Hettur.  No.  I  will  answer  that  question  also  by  saying  that 
to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief  that  question  was  never 
brought  up  in  the  lumbermen's  association  in  Chicago. 

Mr.  Hynes,  Or  any  other  lumber  association) 

Mr.  Hettler.  That  I  know  of ;  that  I  attended. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  make  any  inquiry  in  the  Union  League  Club 
of  the  man  at  the  cigar  case,  or  about  there  in  the  lobby  or  the  office,  or 
whatever  you  call  it,  as  to  whether  or  not  this  conversation  with  you 
and  Mr.  Hines  was  heard  by  anyone! 

Mr.  Hettlee.  At  a  later  period — I  do  not  know  how  much  later  it 
was — I  asked  him  one  day. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Asked  who! 
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Mr.  Hbttues.  The  cigar  man.  Similar  conditions  arose  again. 
Mr,  Hin«s  happened  to  pass  in  the  rear,  going  throngh  to  the  rear 
portion  of  the  club,  and  I  saw  him  as  he  was  moving  by,  and  I  made 
the  remark  to  the  cigar  man,  "Do  yon  know  that  gentleman !  "  And 
he  said,  "  Yes."  I  said, "  Do  you  recollect  a  conversation  that  he  had 
with  me  some  time  ago? "  and  the  young  man  replied,  "  I  do,  and  I 
am  rather  glad  "—that  is,  something  to  that  effect ;  I  paid  no  particu- 
lar attention  to  it~"  I  am  rather  glad  you  spoke  about  it,  because  I 
had  no  intention  oi  listening,  but  the  abrupt  manner  of  his  approach 
I  could  not  help  but  overhear."  I  did  not  ask  him  what  he  heard; 
I  made  no  further  reference  to  it. 

Mr,  Htkeb,  Why  did  you  ask  him  whether  he  had  heard  it! 

Mr.  Hbttler.  Because  1  was  being  joked  by  some  lumbermen,  and 
I  was  wondering  how  they  had  heaM  of  these  remarks. 

Mr.  HrsES.  Did  they  hear  it  from  the  cigar  man? 

Mr.  HirmfB.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  Htnes,  Whv  did  you  ask  him  whether  he  had  heard  it!  The 
fact  that  you  had  been  joked  by  some  lumbermen  did  not  lead  up  to 
the  cigar  man,  did  it! 

Mr.  Hkttlek.  Indirectly.  I  was  rather  curious  to  know  whether 
he  recollected  such  a  conversation. 

JJr.  Hi'NES.  ^Vhen  was  that  with  reference  to  your  testimony? 

Mr.  Hbttler.  I  do  not  remember. 

Mr.  HrsES.  Was  it  before  or  after! 

Mr.  IIbttleh.  I  do  not  remember. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  do  not  remember  whether  it  was  before  you 
testified! 

Mr.  Hettujl  I  am  sorry  I  do  not. 

Mr,  HvKES,  Down  before  the  Helm  committee! 

Mr.  Hettleb.  I  do  not. 

Mr,  Htnbs.  Was  it  a  year  ago! 

Mr.  Hfttler.  I  will  not  attempt  to  locate  the  time,  because  I  do 
not  know. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Was  this  joking  by  lumbermen  after  you  had  testi- 
fied or  before! 

Mr.  Hbttler.  The  first  time  was  before. 

Mr.  Htnes,  How  long  before ! 

Mr.  Hettleb.  I  think  it  was  the  following  week. 

Mr.  Hykes.  Who  joked  yon  then! 

Mr,  Hettleb.  Do  you  want  the  names  of  the  parties! 

Mr.  Hynes.  Yes ;  who  joked  you  at  that  time,  who  of  the  lumber- 
men? 

Mr.  Hettleb.  Am  I  to  answer  that,  Mr,  Chairman! 

The  Chaibuan.  I  think  you  can  answer  it. 

Mr,  Htnes.  Does  it  embarrass  you  at  all  ? 

Mr.  Hbttleb.  No;  not  in  the  least.  Any  one  that  got  rae  into 
this  scrape  is  not  popular  with  me. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Well,  perliaps  you  are  not  popular  with  them,  so  that 
it  may  be  evened  up.     Please  answer  the  question. 

The  Chaibman.  If  yon  remember  the  names, 

Mr.  Hettler.  Well,  I  think  it  was  James  P.  Soper,  Gene  Pearson, 
and.  I  think,  Charles  W.  Hinckley  was  there. 

Mr.  Htnes.  All  at  the  same  time,  were  they,  together! 

Mr.  Hettleb.  I  believe  they  were. 
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Mr.  Hynes-  And  that  was  before  you  went  to  the  Helm  committee 
at  Sprmg&eld  ? 

Mr.  I&TLEH,  Yes. 

Mr.  HrNEB.  Now,  give  us  what  you  mean  by  jokingl  What  did 
they  do;  what  was  tiie  joke? 

Mr.  Hettleh.  Oh,  I  do  not  remember  that. 

Mr.  HrNES,  You  say  they  joked  you.  You  must  have  a  recollec- 
tion of  it  which  enables  you  to  characterize  it  in  that  way. 

Mr,  Hettlke.  Oh,  well,  that  is  so  long  ago  really 

Senator  Gamble.  Have  not  you  already  testified  that  you  told 
certain  lumbermen  the  following  week  of  fiiis  craiversation  that  you 
had? 

Mr.  Hbttleh.  Yes ;  those  were  the  ones. 

Senator  Gamble.  With  Mr.  Hines  in  the  Union  League  Club? 

Mr.  Hettler.  Yes. 

Senator  Gamble.  Was  this  the  time  they  joked  you,  after  you 
told  them  about  it? 

Mr.  Hettleh.  Yes. 

Senator  Gamble.  So  that  was  long  before  your  testimony  before 
the  Helm  committee,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Hettler.  Yes.  I  am  a  little  suspicious  that  that  is  what 
brought  me  here. 

Senator  Gamble.  You  say  you  told  the  lumbermen  yourself,  so 
there  ought  not  to  be  any  suspicion  about  it. 

Mr.  Hettleb.  Oh,  it  was  just  nonsense.  Some  of  them  would 
say :  "  There  goes  your  cousin  Edward,"  or  something  like  that. 

Mr.  Htkes.  When  had  you  told  the  incident  of  the  conversation, 
as  you  call  it,  to  these  gentlemen! 

Mr.  Hettler.  Judge,  I  told  you  that  several  times. 

Mr.  Htneb.  I  do  not  understand  that. 

Mr.  Hettlek.  I  think  it  was  the  following  week,  when  I  came  back 
from  Toronto. 

Mr.  HYNEa  Was  it  after  you  had  told  it  to  them  that  the  occasion 
occurred  when  they  joked  you  about  it? 

Mr.  Hettleb.  I  met  them  a  number  of  times;  I  could  not  tell  you 
how  many.  I  go  in  the  club,  not  very  often,  but  occasionally;  out 
these  gentlemen  go  to  the  club  very  often,  and  if  I  happen  to  be  in 
there  at  a  certain  time  I  almost  always  see  them. 

Mr,  Hynes.  Soper  and  Hinckley  are  brothers-in-law,  are  they? 

Mr.  Hettler.  I  do  not  know, 

Mr,  Hynes.  You  do  not  know  their  relation? 

Mr.  Hettleh.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnbs.  Are  they  in  the  same  lumber  firm? 

Mr.  Hbttlbr.  The  Soper  Lumber  Co. ;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  And  Hinckley,  too? 

Mr,  Hettler.  You  asked  me  if  they  were  in  the  same  concern. 
Certainly;  James  B.  Soper  and  Charles  W.  Hinckley. 

Mr.  Hynes.  They  are  in  the  same  firm? 

Mr.  Hbttlmi.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  They  are  competitors  of  Mr.  Hines,  are  they  not? 

Mr.  Heth-er.  I  presume  so.    Everybody  is  a  competitor. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  they  seem  to  be  of  your  views  and  your  feelings 
toward  Mr.  Hines? 

Mr.  Hettleh.  I  did  not  ask  them. 
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Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  not  know  without  askiiig  them,  and  do  von 
not  know  now  ! 

Mr.  Hettler.  Do  I  not  know  now! 

Mr.  Htnbs.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hettlbr.  What  ? 

Mr.  Hynes.  That  they  are  in  the  same  mental  attitude  toward  Mr. 
Hines  that  you  aref 

Mr.  Heitler.  I  do  not  think  they  are  in  the  same  mental  attitude. 

Mr,  Hynes.  They  are  competitors  of  his? 

Mr.  Hettleh.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hi"NEs.  Do  they  occupy  the  same  position  or  entertain  the  same 
views  on  the  tariff  question  that  you  do? 

Mr.  Hettler.  I  do  not  know,    I  never  discussed  it  with  them. 

Mr.  Hyxes.  Are  they  not  more  unfriendly  to  Hines  than  you  are? 
Do  vou  not  know  it  tfnd  have  you  not  know  it  for  years? 

Sir.  Hbttler.  I  think  they  are. 

Mr.  Hynes,  Tou  think  they  are?  ^Tiy  did  you  say  a  moment  ago 
that  you  did  not  know  that  they  were? 

Mr.  Hettler.  I  did  not  say  that,  Judge. 

Mr.  Hynes.  When  I  asked  you 

Mr.  Hettler.  You  said,  "Are  they  of  the  same  mental  attitude  to- 
ward him  as  you  are?  "  My  mental  attitude  toward  Mr.  Hines  is  as 
near  neutral  as  it  possibly  can  be. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  Neutral  ? 

Mr.  Hettler.  When  there  are  people  whom  I  do  not  like,  I  like  to 
stay  away  from  them. 

Mr,  Hynes.  And  that  is-what  you  call  "neutral"? 

Mr.  Hettler.  I  would  not  pursue  them  maliciously. 

Mr.  Hynes.  But  the  other  gentlemen  are  much  more  hostile  to 
Hines  than  you  admit  yourself  to  be? 

Sir.  Hettler.  I  do  not  know,  I  am  not  entirely  familiar  with 
'heir  feeling,  but  in  a  general  way  I  do  not  think  they  are  very 
friendly, 

Mr.  Hyneb.  How  soon  after  they  joked  you  was  it  that  you  spoke 
to  this  cigar  man  ? 

Mr.  Hcttler.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  Have  you  spoken  to  him  more  than  once  on  the  subject 
of  that  conversation? 

Mr.  Hbttler.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  How  many  times? 

Mr.  Hettler.  I  am  not  positive  on  that  point;  I  think  twice,  but 
maybe  three  times. 

Mr,  Hynes.  When,  according  to  your  recollection,  was  the  next 
time  after  the  first  one,  whether  it  was  the  last  or  the  second  time? 

Sir.  Hettler.  I  do  not  remember  whether  there  was  a  second  time 
or  not. 

Sir.  Hynes.  I  say,  whether  it  was  the  last  or  the  second  time,  when 
did  you  next  speak  to  him  on  the  subject? 

Sir,  Hettler.  On  Saturday ;  I  thinK  it  was  July  1, 

Mr,  Hynes.  What  year? 

Mr.  Hettlbr.  Will  you  give  me  the  date  that  Mr.  Hines  testified 
here?    It  was  June  30,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Hynes.  We  know  that,  if  that  was  the  time. 
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Mr.  Hetti^b.  The  date  when  his  testimony  was  published  in  the 
Chicago  papers — it  was  Saturday,  and  it  also  came  out  the  evening 
before — in  the  Friday  papers. 

Mr,  Htnes.  That  is  a  little  over  two  weeks  ago — between  two  and 
three  weeks  ago.  You  say  that  while  Mr.  Hines  was  talking  to  tou 
at  the  cigar  stand  or  near  it  he  would  go  on  one  side  of  you  and  tnen 
on  the  other.    What  did  you  mean  by  that? 

Mr.  Hbttlbb,  Just  moving  about. 

Mr.  Htnes.  While  your  face  was  to  the  cigar  stand? 

Mr.  Hbttlbr.  No;  I  turned. 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  turned? 

Mr,  Hettler.  I  would  not  be  impolite  enough  to  stand  with  my 
back  toward  a  man  who  was  addressing  me. 

Mr.  Htnes.  I  did  not  know,  but  I  asked,  in  ray  ignorance,  of  what 
you  would  be  likely  to  do. 

Mr.  Heitleh,  I  am  pleased  to  inform  you. 

Mr.  Htkes.  Standing  in  front  of  you  he  would  first  be  at  your 
right  side  and  then  at  your  left  while  he  was  talking  on  that  subject? 
Is  that  right? 

Mr.  Hettler.  YeSj  sir. 

Mr,  Htnes.  Walking  back  and  forth? 

Mr.  Hettler.  The  first  time  I  saw  him  he  was  on  my  left  side — 
this  side. 

Mr.  Hynes.  As  you  faced  the  cigar  stand? 

Mr.  Hettler.  As  I  faced  the  cigar  stand. 

Mr.  Htnes.  And  you  turned  in  that  direction  t 

Mr.  Hettler.  I  turned  in  that  direction. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  then  what?  Then  did  be  move  after  you  turned 
and  faced  him? 

Mr.  Hettler.  He  stepped  back  a  bit ;  he  had  to,  or  we  both  would 
have  been  occupying  very  nearly  the  same  room. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  ne  st«p  to  your  left  again?  After  you  faced  ouL 
did  he  go  to  your  left  as  you  turned  around?  [After  a  pause.]  Did 
he? 

Mr.  Hettler.  He  stepped  back — do  you  want  me  to  give  you  the 
direction  ? 

Mr.  Htnes.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hettler.  Rather  southeast,  then, 

Mr,  Hynes,  I  do  not  know  whether  you  were  facing  northeast  or 
southeast. 

Mr.  Hettler.  I  do  not  know  the  directions  here  myself,  but  in 
Chicago  I  do. 

Mr.  Htnes.  I  did  not  mean  the  cardinal  points,  but  I  meant  the 
direction  as  you  were  standing.  You  say  he  first  talked  on  one  aide 
of  you  and  then  on  the  other.    You  say  he  was  moving  about? 

Mr.  Hettler.  Yes;  moving  about. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Do  you  mean  that  when  you  turned  around  to  faoe 
him  he  left  the  position  that  he  occupied  when  you  first  turned,  and 
came  over  to  the  other  side  of  you? 

Mr.  Hettler.  He  just  moved  about  as  one  naturally  will  that  is  in 
a  sort  of  a  ]ovial  frame  of  mind,  and  conversing  in  a  general  way. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Facing  you  all  the  time^  and  talking  to  vou? 

Mr.  Hettler.  Yes;  I  would  be  turnmg,  and  he  woufd  turn. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  you  see  anybody  with  him  ? 
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Mr.  Hbttler.  There  was  not  anybody  with  him. 

Mr.  HrNBB.  Nobody  with  himi 

Mr.  Hettlee.  Kobody  with  him. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Do  vou  know  Mr.  Wiehe? 

Mr.  Hettlee.  I  know  Mr.  Wiehe  very  well. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Do  you  know  whether  ne  had  been  taking  lundieon 
with  him  there? 

Mr,  Heitub.  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Htnbs.  But  you  laiow  he  was  not  there? 

Mr.  BjiTTLEE.  I  tinow  he  was  not  there,  Judge. 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  made  up  voar  mind  to  say  that  did  you  ? 

Mr.  Hettlee.  I  did  not  maKe  up  my  mind  to  say  anything  but  the 
truth. 

Mr.  Htnbb.  I  have  not  raised  that  question. 

Mr.  Hettlbr.  Thank  you. 

Mr.  Htnbs.  Did  you  near  anybody  say  that  Mr.  Wiehe  was  there? 

Mr.  Hbttleh.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  you  read,  in  Mr.  Hinee*s  testimony  whether  he 
was  there  or  nott 

Mr.  HfiTTLEB.  I  think  I  saw  a  reference  to  it.  I  did  not  read  it 
very  closely. 

Mr.  Htnes.  A  reference  to  his  presence! 

Mr.  HBTrLBR.  Yes,  air. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Was  that  the  first  time  your  mind  adverted  to  the 
question  as  to  whether  Mr.  Wiehe  was  there  or  not! 

Mr.  Hettler,  It  was — the  first  time  I  ever  thought  of  it. 

Mr.  Htnes.  And  your  memory  went  back  and  became  absolutely 
positive  that  he  was  not  there? 

Mr.  Hbttleb.  Certainly. 

Mr.  Htnes.  AH  the  tariff  talk  was  had,  as  I  under-^slootf  you  to  say, 
about  10  or  12  feet  away  from  the  cigar  case? 

Ml-.  Hettler.  I  think  so. 

ilr.  Htnes.  None  of  that  was  over  by  the  cigar  case? 

Mr.  Hettleh.  No;  I  do  not  think  sa 

Mr.  Htnes.  Was  there  anybody  there  that  you  discovered  that 
heard  that  conversation  ? 

Mr.  HETmER.  By  the  little  shelf? 

Mr.  Htnes.  Where  the  tariff  conversation  occurred? 

Mr.  Hettler.  No,  sir.  , 

ilr.  Htnes.  Nobody  that  you  discovered.  Did  you  mnke  imy 
inquiry  about  that? 

Mr.  Hbtiles.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Why  did  you  make  inquiry  of  the  cigar  man,  when,  in 
your  opinion,  there  was  no  significance  and  no  importance  whatever 
to  this  conversation? 

Mr.  Hettler.  Do  you  mean  on  July  1  ? 

Mr.  Htnes.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hettler.  There  were  big  headlines,  about  that  long  [indi- 
cating], in  the  paper.  "  H,  H.  Hettler  told  a  lie,  says  Hines;"  and  I 
think  you  would  get  rather  interested  in  a  subject  of  tliut  kind. 

Mr.  Htnes.  I  am  talking  now  about  the  first  time  that  ynu  spoke 
to  him,  Mr.  Hettler. 

Mr.  Hettler.  The  first  time? 

Mr.  Htnes.  Yes.  r^  i 

Dig-izedbyCiOOgle 


1402  SENATOR  FBOH  ILUKOIS. 

Mr.  IIettler.  I  do  not  know  why. 

Mr.  Htmes.  You  do  not  know  why  you  talked  to  himt 

Mr.  Hettlek.  No, 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  attached  no  importance  to  the  conversation  t 

Mr.  Hettler.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  did  not  think  it  amoimted  to  anything  t 

Mr.  Hettler.  No. 

Mr.  Htnes.  And  had  no  significance? 

Mr.  Hettlek.  No, 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  that  there  was  nothing  about  it  constituting 
any  reason  why  you  should  be  called  to  give  an  account  of  it  or  tell 
about  iL     That  was  your  view  of  the  conversation,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Hettlek.  That  was  my  opinion  of  the  conversation, 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  that  is  still  your  opinion,  you  say? 

Mr.  Hettler.  That  is  still  my  opinion  of  the  conversation. 

Mr.  Htnes.  That  being  the  state  of  your  mind  and  your  opinion 
about  it,  can  you  explain  to  us  why  you  deemed  it  necessary  to  ask 
the  cigar  man  whether  he  had  heard  that  conversation  or  not? 

Mr.  Hettler,  Why  it  was  necessary  ?     I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Hynes.  I  do  not,  either;  go  we  are  agreed  on  that.  I  should 
like  to  get  your  best  recollection,  Mr.  Hettler,  of  that  first  talk  with 
the  cigar  man. 

Mr.  Hettler.  The  first  talk  with  the  cigar  man? 

Mr.  Htnes.  Yes;  after  those  gentlemen  joked  you.  That  was 
shortly  after  the  conversation  in  which  they  joked  you. 

Mr.  Hittflek.  What  is  is  you  want  to  know.  Judge! 

Mr,  Hynes.  I  want  to  know  how  soon  after  you  were  joked  by 
those  gentlemen,  shortly  after  the  conversation  with  Mr.  Mines,  you 
asked  questions  of  the  cigar  man  there  as  to  whether  he  heard  the 
conversation  ? 

Mr,  Hettler,  I  do  not  know.  The  fact  of  the  matter  is.  Judge, 
that  on  that  point  I  really  am  not  clear  as  to  when  I  spoke  to  him. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  are  not  clear  as  to  when  you  spoke  to  him? 

Mr.  Hettler.  No;  to  the  cigar  man,  as  to  whether  he  had  over- 
heard this  conversation.  I  would  not  be  absolutely  positive  but 
that  it  may  have  been  after  being  called  bv  the  Helm  committee. 
But  I  do  not  remember  the  time.  If  I  did,  Judge,  I  would  tell  you 
in  an  instant. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  Yes ;  yes ;  yes.  And  you  could  not  tell  whether  it  was 
the  month  following  the  conversation,  or  whether  it  was  a  year  after 
or  two  years  after? 

Mr.  Hettleb.  No,  sir, 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  could  not  tell? 

Mr.  Hettler.  I  could  not  tell. 

Mr.  Hynes,  Will  you  try  and  tell  whether  that  is  really  the  state 
of  your  mind  about  it  now  ?    Think  for  a  moment  and  then  answer. 

Mr.  Hettleb.  That  is  the  state  of  my  mind. 

Mr,  Hynes.  It  is?  Very  well;  we  will  not  delay  any  longer  about 
it    Where  were  the  telephone  booths  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Hettler.  For  example,  the  cigar  case  is  along  there  [indi- 
cating], and  then  there  is^ ■ 

Mr.  Hynes.  This,  for  instance,  is  the  entrance  from  Jackson 
Street,  where  I  am. 

Mr.  Hbttler.  Yes. 
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Mr.  Healt.  What  has  become  of  that  plan? 

Mr.  Htneb.  I  have  not  it. 

Mr.  Fabrar.  I  have  a  receipt  for  it.  It  is  deposited  with  the 
clerk. 

Mr.  Healt.  I  would  suggest  that  you  get  that.    It  shows  it. 

Mr.  Htnea.  Let  me  ask  some  questions  while  we  are  waiting  for  it- 
Assuming  that  I  am  standing  at  the  Jackson  Street  entrance — 
although  it  is  farther  away — you  go  right  in  from  the  north;  Jack- 
son Street  runs  along  the  north  line  of  the  Union  League  Club,  does 
it  not? 

Mr.  Hettler.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Hynes,  You  go  right  in  from  Jackson  Street  and  you  follow 
about  how  far  before  you  get  to  the  cigar  stand,  going  straight  south  t 

Mr.  Hettler.  From  the  top  of  the  steps? 

Mr.  Hyneb.  Yes ;  from  Jackson  Street,  or  from  the  top  of  the  steps. 

Mr.  Hettler.  I  would  have  to  make  a  guess  as  to  that  distance. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Of  course  I  do  not  expect  you  to  give  any  accurate 
measurements. 

Mr.  Hettler.  Possibly  80  to  35  feet. 

Mr.  Htnes.  From  the  cigar  stand? 

Mr.  Hettler.  From  the  entrance.  That  includes  the  distance  up 
the  steps. 

Mr.  Htkes.  That  ia  from  the  door  at  the  sidewalk  at  Jackson 
Street? 

Mr.  Hetttjsr.  Yea. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Thirty-five  feet.  Do  you  pass  the  telephone  booths 
in  getting  to  the  cigar  stand  ? 

Mr.  Hettler.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Where  are  the  telephone  booths  with  reference  to  the 
cigar  stand? 

Mr.  Hettleh.  If  we  will  assume  that  that  is  the  cigar  stand 

Mr.  Htnes.  Mr.  Hettler,  if  you  will  pardon  me,  that  sort  of  illus- 
tration of  a  statement  does  not  get  into  the  record,  as  we  have  no 
photograph  of  it  here;  so  that  if  you  will  state  how  far  we  will  be 
obliged — whether  they  are  still  farther  bej'ond  the  cigar  stand  or  not? 

Mr.  Hettler.  You  mean  the  telephone'  booths  ? 

Mr.  Hynes.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hettler.  They  are  beyond  the  cigar  stand. 

Mr.  Hynes.  How  far? 

Mr.  Hettler.  South. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  South? 

Mr.  Hettler.  South  of  the  cigar  stand. 

Mr,  Htnes.  How  far  south  of  the  cigar  stand  ? 

Mr.  Hettler.  There  is  an  entrance  way  at  the  end  of  the  ^lass 
case  and  then  comes  what  you  might  call  the  south  wall  of  the  cigar 
stand.  Then  there  is  this  passageway  and  that  continues  on  south. 
Then  there  is  another  passageway  that  leads  to  the  east. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hettler.  And  in  order  to  go  to  the  telephone  booths  you  go 
to  the  east  and  turn  to  the  south,  and  the  telephone  booths  are  backed 
up  against  the  center  wall. 

Mr,  Hynes,  What  do  you  mean  by  the  "  center  wall  "I 

Mr.  Hettler.  The  wall  that  separates  the  main  pn!=sageway  to  the 
barber  shop,  etc,  and  there  is  a  partition  there  to  the  eiist  of  that 
passageway  and  a  telephone  booth  oacked  up  to  that  wall  on  the  west. 
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Mr.  Hynes.  On  the  west? 

Mr.  Hettuk.  Yes.  You  go  in  east,  then  you  turn  south,  and  there 
is  the  row  of  booths. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hbttleb.  So  to  come  out  from  the  telephone  booths  you  have 
to  come  out  facing  east,  go  north ;  and  to  go  into  the  club  you  go 
through  this  passageway  west  and  then  oyer  to  the  cigar  stand. 

Mr.  Htnes,  How  far  was  your  position  near  the  cigar  stand  from 
the  telephone  booths? 

Mr.  Hbttleb.  How  far  away? 

Mr.  Htnes.  How  far  away ;  yes, 

Mr.  Hettler.  It  would  depend  somewhat  on  which  telephone  booth 
you  refer  to.  The  first  telephone  booth,  maybe,  would  be  15  feet 
aw^. 

Mr.  Hyn£S.  And  how  far  was  the  farthest  one? 

Mr.  Hettler.  I  do  not  remember  how  many  booths  there  are  there ; 
but  you  know  the  ordinary  size  of  a  telephone  booth. 

Mr.  Hynes.  I  do  not  know  how  many  there  are  of  them ;  bnt,  ap- 
proximately, how  far  was  the  farthest  one  t 

Mr.  HEiTuai.  Just  multiply  it  by  the  width  of  as  many  booths  as 
there  are  there. 

Mr.  Hynes.  That  does  not  tell  us.  I  wish  you  would  tell  us 
whether  it  ia  10  feet  or  20  feet. 

Mr.  Hettler.  Judge,  do  you  know  how  many  booths  there  are 
there? 

Mr.  Hyneb.  I  have  not  the  privilege  of  testifying. 

Mr.  Hettler.  Oh !    Excuse  me. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  have  the  plan  here  in  a  minute. 

Mr.  Farhar.  It  is  here.     The  clerk  of  the  committee  has  it. 

Mr.  Hynes.  We  left  it  here,  Mr.  Chairman.  In  passing  from  the 
cigar  stand  to  the  telephone  booths  and  going  by  thwn  would  you 
leave  the  telephone  booths  on  your  left  or  on  your  right?  Going 
south  and  east,  as  you  describe  it,  and  then  south  again,  would  you 
leave  the  telephone  booths  on  your  right  or  on  your  left  as  you  passed 
thmi? 

Mr.  Hettleb.  I  shall  have  to  a^  you  to  repeat  that. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Perhaps  it  is  not  clear.  In  going  south  beyond  the 
cigar  stand  and  then  turning  to  the  east,  as  I  understand  you  to  sav — 
is  that  right? 

Mr.  Hettleb.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Please  follow  me.  Having  turned  east  for  a  certain 
distance  and  turning  to  the  south  again — is  that  right? 

Mr.  Hettler.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  That  leads  into  the  wash  room,  does  it? 

Mr.  HErnjui.  That  goes  to  the  telephone  booth.  You  can  continue 
on  in  that  direction.  The  ordinary  course  to  the  wash  room  is  the 
other  side  of  the  partition,  away  from  the  telephone  booths. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Yes;  I  know.    But  in  going  to  the  wash  room 

Mr.  Hettleb.  Judge,  if  you  will  tell  me  what  you  are  trying  to 
get  at,  I  will  give  it  to  you  very  quickly. 

Mr.  Hynes.  I  want  to  give  you  a  passage  through  there,  and  then 
ask  you  whether,  going  in  that  direction,  you  pa^ed  the  telephone 
booths  on  your  right  or  on  your  left? 
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Mr.  Hettler,  Unless  you  want  to  telephone,  you  would  not  natu- 
rally go  into  that  passageway. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Which  passageway — the  east  passageway,  do  you 
mean? 

Mr.  Hettler.  Unless  you  wanted  to  telephone.  That  is  where  you 
go  to  use  the  telephone. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Were  the  telephones  east  of  tjiat  passage  or  west  of 
that  passage,  going  to  the  wash  room  f 

The  Chaibman.  We  will  have  the  plan  here  in  a  moment  That 
perhaps  will  help  us  to  get  the  situation  in  mind. 

Mr.  Hetti^er.  I  know  the  club  so  well  that  I  can  answer  it. 

Mr.  HrNXB.  In  the  main  passageway  to  the  wash  room,  going  in 
from  the  office,  from  the  cigar  stand 

Mr.  HzTn^R.  Do  you  want  to  ask  me  whether  there  are  any  tele- 
phones in  there! 

Mr.  HrNES.  No;  I  want  to  ask  you  whether,  in  going  in  there,  you 
pass  the  telephones  on  your  right-hand  side  or  on  your  left-hand 
side? 

Mr.  Hettler.  When  you  are  going  in  t 

Mr.  Htnes.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hsm^EK.  You  pass  the  telephones  on  the  left-hand  side. 

Mr.  Htnes.  That  is  wha*  I  want  to  know. 

Mr.  Hettler.  As  you  go  into  this  passageway  into  the  wash  room. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  There  were  no  telephone  booths  on  the  right-hand  side! 

Mr.  Hettleh.  On  the  rigfat-hand  side  of  that  main  passageway, 
no. 

Mr.  Htnes.  That  is  right.    That  is  the  way  it  was  then ! 

Mr.  Hetfler,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Hines  coming  from  the  telephone 
booth? 

Mr.  Hettler.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  do  not  know  at  what  telephone  booth  he  was! 

Mr.  Hettler.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  say  that  he  did  not  use  the  name  of  Lorimer  in 
saying  that  he  had  talked  with  him  or  talked  with  somebody  else 
over  the  phone  f 

Mr.  Hettler.  I  said  that  he  said,  "  Do  you  know  the  name  of  your 
new  Senator! " 

Mr.  Htnes.  Yes. 

Mr.  HETn.ER.  I  replied,  in  effect,  "No";  and  he  said,  "It  is 
Lorimer." 

Mr.  Htnes.  Yes;  and  then  what  was  your  next  expression? 

Mr.  Hettler.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  made  any  particular  re- 
mark in  there. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  you  make  any  general  remark,  or  any  remark  in 
reply  to  that  ? 

Mr.  HEfiTLEB.  I  have  no  definite  recollection. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Well,  go  on. 

Mr.  Hettler.  Then,  you  want  that  sentence  again? 

Mr.  Htnes.  No;  I  do  not  want  that  sentence.  I  want  the  next 
from  either  of  you. 

Mr.  Hettler.  Why,  he  says,  "  It  is  Lorimer." 

Mr.  Htnes.  That  you  have  already  given  us. 
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Mr.  HirrTLER.  Yes.  "He  has  been  elected."  Now,  Judge,  I  do 
not  intend  to  endeavor  to  confine  myself  to  the  actual  words.  I  am 
ffoing  to  give  you,  to  the  best  of  my  knowledge  and  belief  and  recol- 
lection, the  actual  intent  and,  as  nearly  as  possible,  the  words.  He 
said,  "  I  have  just  been  talking  to  him.*' 

Mr.  Hyubs.  You  are  sure  he  said  "  to  him  "  ? 

Mr.  Hettueh.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  That  impressed  itself  on  you  at  the  time? 

Mr.  Hettlbr.  It  did — "  I  have  just  finished." 

Mr.  Htnes.  He  had  just  finished? 

Mr.  Hettleb.  Yes. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  he  say  he  had  been  talking  in  the  telephone  booth, 
and  that  he  had  just  learned  while  in  the  booth  that  he  was  elected? 

Mr.  Hettleb.  He  said  he  had  just  been  talking  to  him. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  he  say  anytiiing  about  the  Associated  Press? 

Mr.  Hetttlbb.  Not  a  word, 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  are  sure  about  that? 

Mr.  Hettij;r.  Positive. 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  can  exclude  that  just  ns  positively  as  you  indude 
the  other? 

Mr.  HemfB.  I  can.  There  was  no  reference  made  at  that  time, 
as  far  as  Mr.  Hines's  remarks  to  me  were  concerned,  to  the  Associated 
Press. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  he  say  he  had  been  talking  over  the  phone  to  any- 
body? Did  he  not  simply  say,  "I  have  just  been  talking  over  the 
phone  and  learned  that  he  is  elected  "? 

Mr.  Hettleb.  He  says,  "It  is  Lorimer,  I  just  finished  talking  to 
him." 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  did  not  regard  the  conversation  as  particularly 
interesting  to  you,  I  see,  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Hettler.  I  was  not  personally  interested  to  any  extent;  but, 
naturally,  in  a  contest  that  lasted  that  long,  I  was  interested  as  an 
item  of  news  in  knowing  the  outcome  and  that  it  had  been  settled. 

Mr.  HTNEa  At  the  Helm  committee  you  say  that  it  was  not  inter- 
esting to  you,  and  vou  wanted  to  change  the  subject? 

Mr.  Hettleb.  If  you  will  permit,  I  will  tell  you  how  I  felt  and 
what  I  had  in  my  mind  when  I  made  that  statement. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Well,  what  was  it? 

Mr.  Hettleb,  I  never,  personally,  was  opposed  in  any  wav  that 
I  know  of  to  Mr,  Lorimer.  I  did  not  live  in  his  district,  and  when  he 
went  to  Congress  I  favored  him  in  the  sli^t  degree  that  I  could, 
and  I  was  in  hopes  that  he  would  be  elected.  I  think  he  was  a 
candidate  against  Mr.  Freiataadt,  whom  I  did  not  know.  We  had 
some  kind  ol  an  election  there  in  Chicaeo.  I  am  not  up  on  politics, 
but  we  had  the  opportunity  of  voting  tor  some  candidate,  as  I  un- 
derstood it,  for  Senator,  and,  if  I  recollect  correctly,  the  candidates 
were  Hopkins,  Foss,  and  Mason,  I  believe  that,  on  account  of  Mr. 
Foss's  living  in  our  district,  I  voted  for  him ;  and  I  read  in  the  paper 
the  next  day  that  Hopkins  had  received  a  great  many  more  votes 
than  the  others  had,  and  I  supposed  that  settled  it.  So,  all  during 
that  time  I  have  no  recollection  of  having  any  particular  discussion 
with  anyone,  but,  just  in  my  own  way,  I  was  inclined  to  believe  that, 
as  long  as  the  newspapers  and  public  opinion  generally  had  been 
wanting  a  primary  expression,  that  the  people  having  voted,  Hopkins 
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■was  entitled  to  the  senatorship.  Therefore,  when  he  did  not  get  the 
position  and  wa,s  outvoted  I  was  not  particularly  interested. 

Mr.  HruES.  That  is  what  you  meant  by  saying  that  you  were  ncrt, 
interested  in  the  subject,  and  wanted  to  change  it,  although  you  had 
been  always  for  Lorimer} 

Mr.  HBrn-BK.  I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Have  you  not  always  been  for  him! 

Mr.  Hettu^b.  I  do  not  recollect  that  I  was  against  him  in  any 
place. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  that  is  your  explanation  of  why  you  wanted  to 
terminate  the  subject,  is  it? 

Mr.  Hettus.  The  explanation  was  not  given  in  answer  to  that 
kind  of  a  question. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  say  that  when  Mr.  Hines  spoke  to  you  he  said : 
"  I  just  came  out  of  the  telephone  booth,  just  a  minut«  [pointing  to 
the  boothj.  I  have  just  been  talking  to  him."  In  what  direction 
did  he  point! 

Mr.  Hettler.  Just  waving  his  hand,  that  way  [indicating]. 

Mr.  Hynbs.  Just  a  wave  of  the  hand ! 

Mr.  Hettleb.  Yes;  or  in  that  method  [indicating].  I  can  not 
say  exactly  which  way  it  was  that  he  did  it. 

Mr.  Hynes.  That  was  what  you  stated  before  the  Helm  com- 
mittee! 

Mr.  Hettler.  That  was  the  idea  I  intended  to  convey. 

Mr.  Hynes.  That  was  what  you  stated,  was  it  not! 

Mr.  Hettler.  You  have  the  book. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Have  you  not  read  it ! 

Mr.  Hettler.  No;  I  have  never  read  that  book  as  I  know  of. 
Let  me  see  it. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  read  it  in  the  papers! 

Mr.  Hettler.  Yes ;  I  read  it  in  the  paper. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  do  not  remember  whether  that  was  what  you  read 
or  not,  do  youl 

Mr,  Hettler.  I  presume  that  I  read  that;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes,  But,  independently  of  your  reading  it,  do  you  remem- 
ber that  was  what  you  said  or  what  he  said! 

Mr.  Heitijss.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  stated  in  your  testimony  before  the  Helm  com- 
mittee, did  you  not,  that  Mr.  Hines  said,  in  that  tariff  talk: 

I  bave  beaten  tbe  President.  I  bave  beaten  Taft.  He  wanted  lumber  on  tbe 
free  Hat  and  I  have  beat  blm  oat  on  It,  bo  that  now  the  question  of  whether 
the  duty  will  remain  at  $2  or  be  rednced  remaina  with  but  a  very  few. 

Did  you  make  that  statement! 

Mr.  Hettleb.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection ! 

Mr.  Hyhes.  What  was  the  language,  "between  a  very  few  of 
them"! 

Mr.  HETTLMt,  "  Between  a  very  few  of  us." 

Mr.  Hynes.  «0f  us!" 

Mr.  Hettleb.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  I  understood  vou  to  say  in  your  testimony  a  little 
while  ago — perhaps  I  misunderstood  you — that  he  said  "  between  a 
very  few  of  them." 
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Mr.  Hettlkr.  Well,  that  is  merely  a  difference  in ■ 

Mr.  Htneb.  That  is  the  same  thing!  Would  you  say,  now,  which 
it  was  that  he  said! 

Mr.  Hbttler.  In  one  place  I  was  endeavoring  to  quote  the  lan- 
guage, and  in  the  other  place  I  was  endeavoring  to  relate  an  incident. 

ifi-.  Htneb.  In  which  case  were  you  endeavoring  to  give  the 
language ! 

Mr.  Hbtti£h.  Evidently  from  what  you  read  there  from  before 
the  Helm  committee. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  here  you  were  not  trying  to  give  ttie  language? 

Mr.  Hettl^h.  I  was  trying  to  give  the  sense  of  it. 

Mr.  HvHEa.  And  the  sense  of  it  was  that  it  remained  with  but  a 
very  few  of  them! 

Mr.  Hettlbr.  But  a  very  few  of  us ;  or,  if  I  wanted  to  relate  the 
incident  in  another  way,  I  would  say  that  he  stated  that  the  question 
whether  the  duty  should  he  reduced  or  not  remained  with  but  a  very 
few  of  them. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Do  you  remember  now  whether  he  said  "us"  or 
"them"? 

Mr.  Hettler.  "B«nained  with  but  a  very  few  of  ua,"  he  stated 
when  speaking  to  me. 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  think  your  recollection  is  quite  clear  as  to  the 
location  of  these  telephone  booths! 

Mr.  Hettleh.  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Htneb.  You  are  quite  as  certain  of  what  you  say  in  regard 
to  that  as  you  are  that  Mr.  Wiehe  was  not  there,  and  that  you  had 
this  talk  with  Mr.  Hines  t    You  are  <^uite  as  certain,  are  you  f 

Mr.  Hetfle!).  Let  me  get  your  pomt,  Judge. 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  are  quite  as  certain  as  to  your  location  of  the 
telephone  booth  as  you  are  as  to  the  presence  of  Mr.  Wiehe  with 
Mr.  Hines  at  that  time! 

Mr.  Hetti^er.  I  am  certain  I  know  the  location  of  the  telephone 
booths,  because  I  very  often  use  them  myself.  If  I  have  given  you  a 
wrong  impression  as  to  the  location  of  those  telephtme  Wraths,  why 
it  is  very  easily  ctH-rected,  if  that  is  in  anywise  material,  because 
they  are  there  where  they  are  at.    [Laughter.] 

Mr.  Htnes.  They  are  there  where  they  were  at  that  time! 

Mr.  HsTTLEK.  As  far  as  I  know. 

Mr.  Htnes.  There  has  been  no  change! 

Mr.  Hettler.  I  do  not  know  of  any  change. 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  have  been  using  them  right  along  and  would 
know! 

Mr.  Hettuje.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Please  look  at  this  chart  and  state  whether  the  tele- 
phone booths  are  shown  there  correctly. 

Mr.  Hettleh.  Yes;  here  they  are  [indicating]. 

Mr.  Htnes.  I  want  the  committee  to  see. 

Mr.  Hettlbr.  There  they  are  [indicating  on  chart], 

Mr.  Htnes.  I  will  hold  it  while  you  show  the  members  of  the  com- 
mittee. Here  is  the  Jackson  Street  entrance.  Now,  indicate  the  lo- 
cation of  the  booths. 

Mr.  Hkttler.  You  come  up  these  stairs  [indicating  on  drawing] — 
do  you  mean  that  you  want  me  to  describe  how  Mx.  Hines  went  in 
there! 
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Mr.  Htnes.  No;  I  am  Just  asking  for  the  locatioB  of  permanent 
things. 

Mr.  Hettles.  Here  are  the  telephone  bootiis  [indicating].  They 
are  right  here  [indicating  on  drawing]. 

The  Chaikman.  In  other  words,  they  are  correctly  represented  on 
that  plant 

Mr.  Hettler.  As  far  as  I  know.  They  used  to  have  the  booths 
in  back  here. 

The  Chaibuan.  On  the  opposite  side! 

Mr.  Usrmxa.  Yes, 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  On  the  right-hand  side  as  you  go  down  the  hall! 

Mr.  Hettleh.  Pretty  far  back.  That  is  where  they  used  to  have 
them. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Back  of  the  cigar  stand? 

Mr.  Hettlih.  I  think  at  the  time  of  this  conversation  they  were  in 
this  location  [indicating  on  drawing]. 

The  Cbairhan.  As  they  are  located  on  this  plan! 

Mr.  Hettleb.  That  is  my  recollection. 

Mr.  Htnes.  That  is  your  recollection? 

Mr.  Hettub.  Yes;  alUiough  they  formerly  were  in  here  [indi- 
cating]. 

Mr.  Htnes.  How  many  years  ago,  would  you  say! 

Mr.  HETn,ER.  I  do  not  remember  when  the  change  was  made. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Confine  yourself  to  the  time  you  were  speaking  of, 
when  you  and  Mr.  Hines  were  talking  in  this  lobby. 

Mr.  Hbttler.  They  were  right  there  [indicating  on  plan]. 

Mr.  Hynes.  That  was  the  location  of  the  telephone  booth  at  the 
time  you  and  Mr.  Hines  were  talking  in  the  lobby  on  the  26th  of 
May,  1909! 

jAr.  Hettler.  Yes;  I  think  that  they  were  here  [indicating]. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  As  they  appear  here  on  the  drawing? 

Mr.  Hettler.  That  is  the  best  of  my  recollection,  although  I  would 
not  be  as  positive  in  my  statement  as  to  the  location  of  the  telephone 
booths  as  I  have  been  in  my  other  statements.  To  the  best  of  my 
recollection,  however,  the  telephone  booths  were  here;  but  I  know 
thev  formerly  were  along  over  here  [indicating  on  drawing]. 

^nator  Kern,  Down  the  same  passageway! 

Mr.  Hbttlj:b.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  But  on  the  opposite  side! 

Mr.  Hettleb,  Yes;  on  the  opposite  side.  Here  is  this  partition 
[indicating  on  drawing].  You  will  understand,  Jndge,  regardless 
of  the  present  location  or  the  former  location  of  the  telephone 
booths,  if  anyone  came  out  of  them  they  would  come  from  the  same 
general  direction,  namely,  from  the  south. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Mr.  Hettler,  do  you  know  F.  A,  Spry,  tlie  lumberman! 

Mr.  Hettleh.  Yes, 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  you  tell  him  to  go  and  speak  to  Mr.  Wcyman,  the 
State's  attorney  of  Cook  County,  and  ask  nim  to  call  Hines  before 
the  grand  jury,  or  to  his  office,  to  investigate  him! 

Mr.  Hettler.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  you  ever  say  anvthing  about  the  matter  to  S.  A. 
Sprv? 

Mr.  Hettler.  Nothing  about  anything  similar  to  your  questions? 

Mr.  Htnes.  What  did  you  tallt  lo  him  about  in  connection  with 
this  matter  at  all!  )i)o|r 
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Mr.  Hettler.  I  may  possibly  at  some  tiine  or  other  have  referred 
to  this  conversation. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  suggest  that  he  go  and  report  the  matter  to 
Mr.  Weyman,  and  have  Mr.  Ilines  investigated ! 

Mr.  IIettlek.  No,  sir, 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  knew  that  Spry  was  an  enemy  of  Hines,  did  you 
noti 

Mr.  Hettler.  They  are  not  friendly,  I  think. 

Mr.  Htkes.  I  am  not  asking  about  Mr.  Hines^s  sentimente  toward 
him.     Do  you  know  anything  atx>ut  Hines's  sentiments  toward  him  t 

Mr.  Hettler.  I  do  not.  I  assume  that  they  are  not  friendly, 
because 

Mr.  Hynes.  Because  what! 

Mr.  Hettlek.  Well,  I  judge  that  they  are  not  friendly. 

Mr.  Hynes.  "  Because,"  you  said,  and  stopped  there.  What  was 
the  "  because  "  leading  up  to  ? 

Mr,  Hettler.  I  do  not  think  Mr.  Hines  endeavors  to  cultivate  very 
many  friends  in  Chicago,  in  the  lumber  business,  in  the  way  of  cwn- 
petitors. 

Mr.  Hynes.  That  would  apply  to  a  lot  of  other  people.  Why  did 
you  state  that  you  thought  that  Mr,  Spry  was  not  friendly  to  him! 

Mr.  HErrLER.  That  was  the  reason. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Why!     Because  he  does  not  cultivate  many  friends? 

Mr.  Hettler.  That  is  what  I  thought. 
-  Mr.  Hynes,  Is  that  your  only  reason! 

Mr.  Hettijib.  As  far  as  I  know. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  say  that  deliberately,  do  you,  that  that  is  the  only 
reason  you  had  in  mind  for  saying  that  you  did  not  think  Spry  was 
friendly  to  him! 

Mr.  ^Hettler.  I  think  that  sentence  embodies  all  the  reasons  I 
could  think  of. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Do  you  not  know  that  Spry  has  been  a  foe  of  his  for 
20  years  or  more? 

Mr.  Hettler.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  More  or  less! 

Mr.  Heitleh.  Are  you  talking  about  S.  A.  now! 

Mr.  Hyneb.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hettler.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  John  Spry! 

Mr.  Heitlek.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  John  Spry  and 
Edward  Hines  and  Mr.  Wiehe  were  very  thick  friends  a  short  while 
ago  in  some  river  and  harbor  matters. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  mean  the  Chicago  River! 

Mr.  Hettler.  John  C.  Spry. 

Mr.  Hynes.  They  were  on  the  same  side  of  that  question,  were 
they! 

Mr.  Hetti^er.  For  a  time,  I  believe,  only. 

Mr.  Hynes.  For  a  short  time.  Did  you  not  know  that,  outside  of 
that  matter  in  which  they  happened  to  concur,  that  they  were  foes 
and  enemies,  with  a  good  deal  of  personal  feeling  against  Edward 
Hines! 

Mr.  Hettler.  I  would  not  be  justified  in  using  the  words  "  foes 
and  enemies." 

Mr.  Hynes.  What  word  would  select  to  express  it! 
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Mr.  Hbttias.  I  would  select  the  words  "  that  they  were  not 
friendly." 

Mr.  HyNE8.  The  word  "unfriendly"? 

Mr.  Hettler.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnbs.  They  were  competitors  in  business! 

Mr.  Hettleh.  For  years  they  were;  yes.    Now  they  have  retired. 

Mr.  Htnes.  The  Sprys  have  retired? 

Mr.  Hetiier.  They  have  retired  from  the  yard  business. 

Mr.  Hynes.  What  is  your  age,  Mr.  Hettler? 

Mr.  Hettler.  Forty-nine  the  17th  of  last  month. 

Mr.  Marble.  Have  you  had  any  trouble  with  Mr.  Hines  over  the 
question  of  terms  and  discounts? 

Mr,  Hettler.  No. 

Mr.  Marble.  Have  you  differed  with  him  acutely  on  that  question! 

Mr.  Hbttl£b.  Do  you  refer  to  this  subject  of  the  lien  law  ? 

Mr.  Marble.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hettler.  I  agreed  with  him. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  agreed  with  him! 

Mr.  Hettler.  Yes. 

(The  witness  was  thereupon  excused.) 

The  CHAmMAN.  We  will  take  a  recess  until  to-moirow  morning 
at  10  o'clock. 

(Whereupon,  at  4.31  o'clock  p.  m.,  the  committee  adjourned  until 
to-morrow,  Tuesday,  July  18,  1911.  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.) 


TTTESSAY,  7TTLY  18,  1911. 

Senatk  Office  BtiiU}iNO, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
The  committee  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

Present:  Senators  Dillingham  (chairman),  Gamble,  Jones,  John- 
ston, Fletcher,  and  Kern. 

Present  also:  Mr.  John  H.  Marble  and  Mr.  John  J.  Healy;  Mr. 
William  Hynes,  Mr.  Elbridge  Hanecy,  and  Mr.  Edgar  Farrar. 

lESTIKONY  OF  DONALD  H.  FRAME. 

DoNAU>  M.  Fraue,  being  duly  sworn,  was  examined  and  testified 
as  follows: 

Mr.  Healt.  What  is  your  full  name? 

Mr.  Frame.  Donald  M.  Frame. 

Mr.  Healy.  Where  do  you  live! 

Mr,  Frame.  Chicago. 

Mr.  Healy,  What  is  your  business! 

Mr.  Frame.  Cigar  clerk  in  the  Union  League  Club. 

Mr.  Healy,  How  long  have  you  been  in  the  employ  of  the  Union 
League  Club  of  Chicago ! 

Im-.  Frame.  Nearly  four  years. 

Mr.  Healy.  Were  ^ou  in  its  employ  in  the  month  of  Mayv  1909 ! 

Mr,  Frame.  Yes,  sir.  S 
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llSx.  Hbavx.  Were  you  present  at  a  conversation  between  Mr.  Her- 
man H.  Hettler  and  Mr.  Edward  HinesJ 

Mr.  Fbahe.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  Where  did  that  conversation  take  place  ^ 

Mr.  Fbahe.  At  the  cigar  case. 

i^  Haa^t.  And  about  when  ? 

Mr.  Frabie.  It  was  shortly  aitei:  our  noon  tai^  at  the  club. 

Mr.  HeaiiT-  WSen.  was  it  with,  reference  to  the  election  o$  Seq^^r 
Lorimer,  if  you  know  i 

Mr.  Frame.  The  day  of  his  election,  if  you  will  give  me  tliat  df)f£. 

Me>  ^ea;lt.  Assuming'  then  that  it  w«s.  on  tlw  26th,  of  &J,ay,  lfl69, 
that  was  the  date  of  the  conversation  you,  h^ve  ^ta^ted  ? 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir. 

ify,  HE^itX.  \)^t  tinje  of,  the  day  wa^  it  ? 

Mr.  'Stt^w,  I  could  not  say  the  hour,  but  it  was  afyee^  the  lui^h 
rush  at  the  club. 

Mr.  Healy.  In  the  afternoon  of  tiiati  ia^ ! 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  Will  you  tell  the  committee  what  you  heard  either 
Mr.  Hlnes  or  Mr.  Hettler  say  oa  that  occasiopi' 

1^  ^XAJOi.  I  did  not  get  all  the  conversation^  but  part  o£  it  was 
that  Mr.  Hines  said,  "I  have  elected  Lorimer  our  next  aeoator." 

Mr.  Heali.  What  were  you  doing  there  at  the  time? 

Mr.  Frame.  Mr,  Hettler  was  selecting  some  cigars. 

Mr.  Healy.  Where  were  you  standing  with  reference  to  Mr,  Hines 
and  Mr.  Hettler? 

Mr.  Frame.  Mr.  Hettler  was  right  at  the  cigan  case,  and  I  was 
just  across,  possibly  about  3  or  4  feet. 

Mr.  Healy.  Where  did  Mr.  Hines  stand,  approximately  ? 

Mr.  Frame.  Bight  beside  Mr.  Hettler. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you.  remember  anything  else  either  of  thase  gen- 
tlemen said  on  that  occasion ! 

Mr.  Frame.  No;  I  could  not  say  anything  else. 

Mt.  ^»aly.  Where  did'  they  go,  if  anywhere,  after  you  heard  this 
remark  by  Mr.  Hines? 

Mr.  Frame.  They  walked  across  to  an  order  desk,  about  10  or  12 
feet  fcom  the  c^^r  case. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  hear  anything  said  at  that  shelf  across  from 
the  cigar  case? 

Mr.  Frame.  No ;  I  could  not  hear  anything  there. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do,  you  rranember  whether  the  telephone  booths  in 
the  Union  League  Club  had  been  removed  to  their  present  location 
at  that  time,  or  whether  they  were  where  they  used  to  be,  just  south 
of  the  cigar  stand? 

Mr,  Frame.  I  think  they  were  at  their  present  location. 

Mr.  Healy,  When,  according  to  your  recollection,  were  they  moved 
from  south  of  the  cigar  stand  to  their  present  location  ? 

Mr.  Frame.  Probably  six  or  eight  months  before,  I  should  judge. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  had  subsequent  conversations  with  Mr.  Hitler 
about  the  matter? 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes;  we  spoke  about  it  afterwards. 

Mr.  Hbaly.  That  is  all. 

The  Chairman.  You  may  cross-examine. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Mr.  Frame,  can  you  remember  the  exact  language  that 
/ou  say  you  heard  from  Mr.  Hines? 
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Mr.  Fhahe.  I  gave  it  to  you  as  nearly  as  I  could  say. 

Mr.  Htnbs.  I  say,  do  you  think  that  is  the  exact  language? 

Mr.  Frame.  I  could  not  say  it  was  the  exact  words,  but 

Mr.  Hynbb.  That  was  your  understanding  of  the  substance  of  what 
you  heard? 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynbs.  Is  that  what  you  mean  ? 
Mr.  Frame.  Yes, 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  pay  any  special  attention  to  the  conversation? 
Mr.  Frame.  Well,  I  g^ierafly  follow  those  things — I  follow  those 
things  along  with  all  public  men,  and  at  the  time  of  the  election  I 
noticed  it  in  particular. 
Mr.  Htnkb.  You  noticed  it  in  particuiar,  then? 
Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  you  hear  anybody  else  make  a  statement  in  refer- 
ence to  that  election  ? 

Mr.  Frame.  We  talked  about  it  among  ourselves — that  is,  the  clerks 
at  the  club  talk  about  those  things  in  a  general  way. 

Mr.  Hynes.  What  do  you  mean — iaik  about  public  matters? 
Mr.  Frame.  Yes. 
Mr.  HrNES.  Grenerally  ? 
Mr.  Frame,  Yes. 

Mr.  Hymes.  That  is  what  you  mean  by  that  ? 
Mr.  Frame.  Yes. 

Mr.  Htnes,  Did  you  give  any  particular  attention  to  this  coilVer- 
sation,  more  than  you  did  to  other  conversations? 

Mr.  Frame.   Just  in  a  general  way.     I  could  not  say  that  it  was 

particular.     I  had  no 

Mr.  Hynes.   Do  you  remember  any  other  public  matter  that  was 
spoken  of  in  your  presence,  or  the  subject  of  a  conversation  in  your 
hearing  about  that  time? 
Mr.  Frame.  No,  sir. 

Mr,  Hynes.  This  is  the  only  thing  that  you  remember? 
Mr,  Frame.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Hynes.  When  were  you  first  spoken  to  about  this  after  its 
occurrence  ? 

Mr.  Frame.  Possibly  8  or  10  days  afterwards,  by  Mr.  Hettler. 
Mr.  Hynes.  By  Mr.  Hettler? 
Mr.  Frame.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes,  What  did  he  say  to  you  then  ? 

Mr.  Frame.  He  said  it  was  a  peculiar  remark,  and  asked  me  if  I 
had  heard  it. 
Mr.  Hynes.  If  you  had  heard  it  ? 
Mr.  Frame.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  he  state  what  the  peculiar  remark  was? 
Mr.  Frame.  No.    We  talked  it  over. 
Mr.  Hynes.  Did  he  state  what  the  peculiar  remark  was? 
Mr.  Frame.  No;  he  did  not  say  just  the  exact  words. 
Mr.  Hynes.  What  did  he  say  to  you,  if  anything,  that  refreshed 
your  recollection? 

Mr.  Frame  (after  a  pause).  I  can  think  of  nothing  that  he  said 
in  particular, 

Mr,  Hynes.  Well,  anything  that  he  said.    I  do  not  know  what 
distinction  you  mean  to  make  by  "  in  particular."    What  did  he  say 
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to  you  when  he  spoke  to  you  about  it,  when  he  said  it  was  rather  a 
peculiar  remark? 

Mr.  Frame.  I  can  not  repeat  any  of  the  words  that  he  said,  exactly. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Can  you  give  us  the  substance  of  it? 

Mr.  Frame.  It  was  just  concerning  the  election.    He  said 

Mr.  Hynes.  Give  us  the  substance  of  what  he  said  concerning  the 
election. 

(The  witness  did  not  answer.) 

Mr.  Htnes.  Can  you  not  do  it  i 

Mr.  Frame;.  No;  I  can  not  say  anytjiing. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  he  say,  "  Did  you  hear  Mr.  Hines  say  to  me  here 
at  the  cigar  stand  10  days  ago  " — or  whatever  the  time  was — "  that 
he  had  elected  Senator  iJorimer!  "  Is  that  the  way  he  put  the  ques- 
tion to  you! 

Mr.  Fbame.  No  ;  he  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Tell  me  how  he  did  put  it. 

(The  witness  did  not  answer.) 

Mr,  Hynes,  Give  us  your  best  recollection. 

Mr,  Frame.  I  can  not  give  yau 

The  Chairman.  You  recollect  having  an  interview  with  him,  do 
you  not? 

Mr,  Frame.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Now,  just  give  your  best  recollection  of  it.  They 
do  not  expect  you  to  use  me  exact  words.  Give  your  beat  recollection 
of  the  interview, 

Mr.  Frame  (after  a  pause).  I  can  not  give  you  the  talk  that  we 
had.    I  do  not  remember  it. 

Mr.  Hynes.  In  what  connection  did  he  say  it  was  rather  a  peculiar 
remark?  Was  it  in  trying  to  refresh  your  recollection!  Did  he  not 
say,  "  It  was  rather  a  peculiar  remark.  You  ought  to  rem«nbeff 
.   that "  ?    Did  he  say  anythine  like  that  to  you ) 

Mr.  Frame.  No;  not  at  that  time.  He  said  something  about  it 
being  a  peculiar  remark  shortly  after  Mr.  Hinea  had  said  it — after 
Mr.  Hines  had  left  the  club. 

Mr.  Hynes.  After  he  had  left  the  club! 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  He  said  that! 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  he  talk  with  you  again  after  Mr.  Hines  left! 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Hynes,  Did  he  ask  you  whether  you  heard  it  or  nott 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  How  did  he  put  the  question  to  you  when  he  asked 
you  whether  you  heard  it  or  not! 

Mr.  Frame.  He  said,  "That  was  a  peculiar  remark.  Did  you 
get  it!  " 

Mr.  Hynes,  "  Did  you  get  it!  " 

Mr,  Frame.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  did  you  repeat  it! 

Mr,  Frame.  No;  I  did  not,    I  just  said  I  heard  it. 

Mr,  Hynes.  Did  Mr.  Hettler  repeat  it! 

Mr.  Frame,  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  The  words  were  not  repeated  at  that  time — any  por- 
tion of  the  conversation  ? 
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Mr.  Frahb.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  HTNEfl.  When  were  they  first  repeated  to  you  next  after  that? 

Mr,  Fhahe.  I  do  not  believe  they  were  ever  repeated  again. 

Mr.-HYNB8.  By  you( 

Mr.  Fhamb.  No. 

Mr.  Htneb.  Or  by  anybody  else? 

Mr.  Frame.  No. 

Mr.  HTNEa.  Did  you  ever  talk  with  anybody  else  about  it? 

Mr.  S^ME.  I  might  have  said  a  few  words  to  some  of  our  clerks 
in  the  office. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Do  you  remember  having  said  anything  to  them! 

Mr.  Frame.  I  might  pos!?ibly  have  turned  and  sai<f 

Mr.  Htnes.  Not  what  you  possibly  did,  but  what  you  recollect  hav- 
ing done. 

Mr.  Frabcb.  I  could  not  say  anything  that  I  absolutely  did  at  that 
time. 

Mr.  Htnbs.  Can  you  recollect  anybody  that  you  spoke  to  about  it? 

Mr.  Frame.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnm.  Or  anybody  who  spoke  to  you  about  it,  aside  from  Mr. 
Hettler? 

Mr.  Frame.  No. 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  do  not(  And  when  were  the  words  first  men- 
tioned to  you  afterwards  by  anybody  since  that  time? 

Mr.  Frame  (after  a  pause).  I  do  not  believe  1  have  mentioned  the 
words  since  that  time. 

Mr.  Hthes.  You  have  not  mentioned,  nor  heard  the  words  men- 
tioned, since  that  time  by  anybody ! 

Mr.  Frame.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynbs.  Did  you  ever  read  them  in  the  newspapers  or  in  any 
book? 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  That  was  the  first  that  your  attention  was  called  to 
them  again,  was  it  ? 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  When  was  that? 

Mr.  Fraub.  I  read  them  when  they  first  appeared. 

Mr.  Hynes.  About  when  was  that? 

Mr.  Frame.  I  can  not  give  the  dat«. 

Mr.  Htnes.  I  do  not  expent  you  to;  but  how  long  ago  was  it — 
recently? 

Mr,  Frame.  No  :  the  first  time  they  appeared  in  any  of  the  papers. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  it  purport  to  be  a  report  of  what  Mr.  Hettler  said 
before  the  senate  committee  in  Springfield,  111.?  Was  that  the  occa- 
sion that  you  speak  of? 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Htneb.  That  was  it.    And  did  you  read  it  more  than  once? 

Mr.  Frame.  Not  at  that  time.    I  have  read  it  several  times  since. 

Mr.  Htneb.  What  was  that  for — reading  it  several  times  fflnce? 

Mr.  Frame.  I  have  been  following  the  case  since  that,  that  was  all. 

Mr.  Htneb.  No;  but  why  did  you  read  that  conversation,  what 
Mr.  Hettler  said  there,  several  times  since? 

Mr.  Frame.  It  has  been  in  the  papers  several  times. 

Mr.  Htnes.  That  evidraice? 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir.  h  GooqIc 
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Mr.  Htnes.  a  repetition  of  that — are  you  not  mistaken  about 

Mr.  Fkame.  Yes. 

Mr.  HvNEfi.  Do  you  mean,  yes,  that  you  are  mistfthen!    What  do 
you  mean  by  that  answer,  "  Yes  "? 
Mr.  Frame.  X  mean  that  it  had  appeared  several  times  in  different 

is} 


Mr.  FsAHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Do  you  remember  what  papers! 

Mr.  Fbahe.  I  could  not  say  just  what  papers. 

Mr.  HrNES.  And  each  time  that  you  saw  it  you  read  it! 

Mr,  Fhame,  Just  simply — yes ;  I  read  it. 

Mr.  Htn£3.  Since  it  was  published  in  the  papers,  have  you  talked 
with  anybody  about  it,  that  you  can  recall  t 

Mr.  Frame.  As  little  as  possible. 

Mr.  Htnbs.  No;  but  do  you  recall  having  talked  with  anybody 
about  it! 

Mr.  Frame.  Just  the  clerks  in  our  t^Bce. 

Mr.  Hynes.  What  clerk  did  you  talk  to  about  it  since  that  time? 

Mr.  Frame.  Mr.  Enright. 

Mr.  Hynbs.  What  did  you  say  to  him  ? 

(The  witness  did  not  answer.) 

Mr.  Htnes.  Do  you  remember! 

Mr,  Frame.  Just  the  same  conversation  that  I  had  heard. 

Mr.  Hynes.  I  say,  what  did  you  say  to  him! 

Mr.  Frame.  I  can  not  give  you  the  exact  words. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Give  me  the  substance  of  what  you  said  to  him. 

Mr.  Frame.  Just  that  I  had  heard  Mr.  Hines  say  that  he  had 
elected  Mr.  Lorimer. 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  said  that  to  Mr.  Enright? 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  How  long  ago  was  that,  Mr.  Frame! 

Mr.  Frame.  Oh,  that  was  sometime  after  the  election. 

Mr.  Htnes.  I  thought  you  said  it  was  after  you  read  this  in  the 
paper — which  is  it,  now!  How  do  you  want  it  understood !  What  is 
the  fact,  Mr.  Frame ! 

Mr.  Frame.  I  have  repeated  it  to  him  a  number  of  times  since  then, 


Mr.  Hynes.  ^^^lat  is  that! 

Mr,  Frame.  I  say,  I  have  said  it  possibly  a  number  of  times. 

The  Chairman.  Since  when ! 

Mr.  Frame.  Probably  about  10  days  after  the  conversation  took 
place  that  I  heard. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Mr,  Enright's  position  is  what! 

Mr,  Frame.  He  is  the  cashier  at  the  Union  League  Club. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  he  ask  you  about  it  or  did  yon  volunteer  the 
statement! 

Mr.  Frame.  I  volunteered  it. 

Mr.  HvNES.  After  Mr.  Hettler  had  spoken  to  you ! 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes,  What  motive  or  reason  or  occasion  was  there  for  your 
telling  Mr.  Enright! 

Mr.  Frame.  Well,  we  simply  talked  those  things  over  in  the  office, 
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Mr.  Htkes.  You  mean  talk  a  tiling  like  that?  What  else  of  that 
character  did  you  talk  over,  or  what  other  sdbject  matt<fr  "ffid  yon 
have  up  with  Mr.  Enright  that  you  talked  over? 

Mr.  Frame.  Well,  *e  talk  those  Chings  generally ;  I  cowlfl  not  say 
i«^  what. 

Mr.  Hyneb,  Can  you  recall  any  other  subject  that  you  lalkftd  W?£h 
Mr.  Enright  on? 

Mr.  Fhamb.  Every  election,  at  happenmg. 

Mr.  HrNEfl.  Do  you  remember  any  of  tnem  specifically  now  ^at 
you  talked  upon  with  Mr.  Enright?    Can  vou  recall? 

The  Chairman.  If  you  can,  state  it,  Mr.  Frame,  and  if  you  can 
not,  say  so. 

Mr.  Frame.  Well,  we  talked  over,  for  instance,  uny  accident  that 
happened  to  a  member,  or  if  some  -public  man  was  in,  whttth  we  %a.d 
noted. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  Tell  us  somebody  that  you  talked  about. 

Mr.  Frame.  Well,  for  instance,  Mr.  Jalnes  Pettit  Was  drotrned 
recently. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  you  talk  about  him  before  or  after  he  was 
drowned  ? 

Mr.  Frame.  After. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Well,  that  was  about  two  weeks  ago! 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Hyneb.  Do  you  remember  anything  else?  Well,  I  will  pai«s  on. 
Did  you  read  this  conversation  in  a  book  like  this  that  I  show  you! 
[Showing  witness  copy  of  Helm  committee  liearings.] 

Mr.  Frame.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  Only  in  the  newspaper? 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  How  well  have  you  known  Mr.  Hettler? 

Mr.  Frame.  Mr.  Hettler  stopped  at  the  cigar  case  quite  often,  and 
I  know  him  just  through  his  purchases. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  Every  day! 

Mr.  Frame.  No;  not  every  day;  sometimes  once  a  week  and  some- 
times oftener. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  Did  you  ever  sell  cigars  to  Mr.  Hines? 

Mr.  Frame.  Very  rarely.    I  might  have  on  one  or  two  dccasions. 

Mr.  HrtNEs.  Do  you  remember  ever  having  done  so? 

Mr,  Frame,  His  checks  might  have  come  rrom  some  other  part  of 
the  house,  but  I  could  not  say  that  I  remember  selling  him  any  per- 
sonally. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  And  you  do  not  remember  whether  his  cbecks  eVer 
came  to  you  for  them,  or  have  you  any  recollection  on  that  subject? 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes;  I  have  seen  his  checks. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  Yod  have  seen  his  checks  come  through  for  cigars? 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Hines  when  you  f5ee  him  ? 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  How  long  have  you  known  him? 

Mr.  Frame.  I  know  him  just  when  I  see  him :  that  is  all.  Ever 
since  I  have  been  in  the  club,  almost, 

Mr.  Htnes.  That  is  about  how  long! 

Mr.  Frame.  Nearly  four  years. 
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Mr.  Htnes.  Did  Mr.  Hettler  speak  with  you  on  this  subject  at 
any  time  since  that  occasion,  which  you  fixed  about  10  days  after  the 
occurrence  ? 

Mr.  Frame.  Why,  when  he  would  come  in,  maybe,  he  would  speak 
to  me  and  possibly  smile,  or  ask  me  how  I  was,  or  something  of  ttMt 
kind,  but  he  never  spoke 

Mr.  Hynes.  On  this  subject  I 

Mr.  Frame.  A  few  words  might  have  passed  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  Htkes.  Well,  do  you  remember  any  occasion  of  their  passing 
between  you  again? 

Mr.  Frame.  We  spoke  of  it  just  in  a  joking  sort  of  way,  or  some- 
thing like  that. 

Mr.  Htvbs,  Not  seriously? 

Mr.  Feahs.  Not  so  seriously ;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnbb.  Or  trying  to  recall  if,  or  anything  of  that  kind? 

Mr.  Frahx,  Each  time  we  spoke  of  it  it  recalled  the  mattor. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  you  recall  it  in  speakine  about  it,  wh^er  jocu- 
larly or  otherwise?  Was  the  matter  recall  and  spoken  of — as  to 
what  Mr.  Hines  had  ^aid? 

Mr.  Frame.  No,  sir;  it  was  not. 

Mr.  HrNES.  Between  you  and  Mr.  Hettler  it  was  not.  And  were 
those  conversations  about  it  since  you  saw  it  in  the  newspapers,  or 
before? 

Mr,  Frame.  Well,  before  and  after. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Do  you  remember  the  last  talk  b^ween  you'and  Mr. 
Hettler  on  that  subject? 

Mr.  Frame.  I  think  the  last  talk  we  had  he  asked  me  if  I  was 
going  away,  and  1  said  1  did  not  know. 

Mr.  Htnes.  How  long  ago  was  that? 

Mr.  Frame.  That  was  after  the  session  at  Springfield. 

Mr.  Htneb.  If  that  was  the  last  time  in  that  conversation  was 
this  language  that  you  have  given  us  recalled — was  it  mentioned 
between  you? 

Mr.  Frame.  It  was  not  mentioned. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  he  say  what  interest  he  had  in  your  staying  or 
going  away? 

Mr.  Frame.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  What  did  you  tell  him  about  your  going  away! 

Mr,  Frame.  I  told  him  I  did  not  know. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Was  that  la-st  spring,  or  recently? 

Mr.  Frame.  That  was  some  time  after  the  case  at  Springfield,  I 
could  not  say  just  when. 

Mr.  Htnes.  A  week  or  a  month  or  a  few  days? 

Mr.  Frame.  I  could  not  say  when  it  was  afterwards. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Hines  coming  toward  that  case? 

Mr,  Frame.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Where  did  he  come  from  ? 

Mr.  Frame.  He  came  from  the  back  part  of  the  house. 

The  Chairman.  Was  that  from  the  direction  where  the  telephone 
booths  are? 

Mr.  Frame.  The  telephone  booths  are  right  back  that  way ;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  How  far  was  he  from  you  when  you  saw  him  coming? 

Mr.  Frame.  I  might  have  noticed  him  10  or  15  feet  away. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Were  the  telephone  booths  beyond  that  distance? 
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Mr.  Hynxs.  How  long  did  the  conversation  last  between  Mr.  Het- 
tier  and  Mr.  Hines^ 

Mr.  Fbahe.  Why,  about  three  or  four  minutes,  I  should  judge,  at 
the  case,  and  then  they  moved  across  to  this  order  desk,  and  mif^ht 
have  talked  five  minutes  over  there. 

Mr.  Htties.  Did  you  hear  Mr.  Hettler  say  that  he  was  in  a  hurry 
to  make  a  train! 

Mr.  Fb&mz.  Yes, 

Mr.  Hynes.  While  they  were  at  the  desk  ? 

Mr.  Frame.  I  could  not  hear  anything  they  said  at  the  desk.  The 
ci^r  case  is  the  only  place  where  I  heard  the  conversation. 

Mr.  Htkes.  That  is  where  I  had  in  mind  when  I  asked  you.  Is 
the  other  a  desk} 

Mr.  Frahb.  Yes;  the  other  is  a  high  standing  desk. 

Mr.  Htt<e8.  So  that  the  statement  of  Mr.  Hettler  that  he  was  in 
a  hurry  to  make  a  train  was  at  the  cigar  case,  was  itt  Can  you  not 
answer  thatt 

Mr.  Frahz.  I  am  not  so  sure  about  that  statement.  I  think  he 
was  in  a  hurry,  but  I  do  not  believe  I  could  say  I  heard  him  make 
that  statement. 

Mr.  Htmes.  You  answered  it  promptly  that  he  made  that  state- 
ment.   Do  you  know  why  you  made  that  answer  i 

Mr.  Fbahe.  I  gave  that  a  little  too  quick. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  you  give  it  from  memory? 

Mr.  Fraue.  No;  I  did  not  give  it  from  memory. 

Mr.  HTVsa.  What  made  you  think  he  was  in  a  hurry  t 

Mr.  Frame.  Why,  from  his  action  at  the  cigar  stand. 

Mr.  Htmeb.  What  gave  you  the  impression  that  he  was  in  a 
hurry  i 

Mr.  Frame.  As  soon  as  he  came  back  to  the  case  he  selected  the 
cigars  rather  quickly  and  told  me  to  do  them  up,  that  he  wanted  to 
get  awav. 

Mr.  Htnes.  He  said  he  wanted  to  get  away? 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  To  yout    Did  he  Bay  that  to  you? 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Htnes.  Did  you  see  him  go  away  then? 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Which  way  did  he  go! 

Mr.  Frame.  Out  of  the  front  door. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Right  from  the  case  there  he  went  out  of  the  front 
door  and  left  the  club  ? 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Had  Mr.  Hines  gone  at  that  time,  or  was  he  still 
there? 

Mr.  Frame.  I  think  Mr.  Hines  left  before  he  did. 

Mr.  Htnks.  Now,  is  it  not  a  fact  that  within  the  past  two  weeks 
Mr.  Hettler  has  tall^  with  you  and  you  with  him  on  this  subject! 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes ;  I  have  talked  with  him. 

Mr.  Htnes.  On  this  subject?    How  recently? 

Mr.  Frame.  Possibly  a  week  ago. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Where? 

Mr.  Frame.  At  the  cigar  case. 
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Mr.  Hyneb.  On  this  subject? 

Mr.  FRAttE.  He  eaid  very  little.  He  'simjdy  smil^  and  ^^ed  me 
how  I  was  and 

Mr,  HrNxs.  And  Vfaatl 

Mr.  FsAMG.  There  was  not  very  much  of  a  conTerration. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Te!l  us  what  was  said  on  this  ■auhject. 

Mr.  Frame.  He  said  I  have  not  mndh  to  stay. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  had  not  much  to  say ! 

Mr.  Frame.  He  said  I  have  not  much  to  say. 

Mr.  Hynes,  Speakin^r  for  himself  or  for  you? 

Mr,  Frame.  For  me. 

Tlie  Chairman.  Were  you  talking  about  coming  to  "Washington? 

Mr.  Frame.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Talking  about  this  case  i 

Mr.  Frame.  Ot  course  he  refwTPed  to  the  casfe. 

The  ChaIbmatj.  Were  you  talking  about  givii^  evidenoe? 

Mr,  Frame,  Nto,  sir. 

The  Chauulan.  Whv  do  you  not  tell  the  counsel  jifet  VTifct  was 
said? 

Mr.  Framk.  I  do  not  remember  anything  partienlariy, 

Mr.  Hynes.  But  it  was  on  this  subject,  on  the  subject  of  that  talk 
which  you  heard,  was  it?     Why  do  you  not  answer! 

Mr,  Frame,  Well,  there  was  not  anything  particular  be  Said, 

Mr,  Hynes.  Well.  leave  fls  to  determine:  leave  this  cwntaiftee  to 
determine  whether  it  Was  something  particular.  Tdl  us  what  il  was 
he  said. 

Mr.  Fxame.  I  believe  he  a^ed  me  a^in  if  I  was  going  away,  and 
I  said  I  did  not  kno'W. 

Senator  Kern.  Had  you  tteen  sut^MCinaed  then  to  cMne  to  Wash- 
ington? 

Mr.  Frame.  No;  I  do  not  believe  I  was. 

Mr.  Hynto.  I>id  anybody  tell  you  that  yon  were  going  to  be  siib- 
pcenaed  ? 

Mr.  Frame.  No,  sir. 

Mr,  Hynes.  Go  on  and  finish  what  he  said  about  thiscaae  or  iboat 
that  conversation. 

Senator  Kern.  Do  you  remember  what  you  talked  abont? 

Mr.  Frame.  He  said  if  I  was  subpnpnaeo,  just  to  tell  the  truth. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  he  express  any  fear  that  you  would  not? 

Mr.  Frame.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  he  tell  you  what  the  trtith  was? 

Mr.  Frame.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  talk  to  him  about  it? 

Mr.  Frame.  Nothing  further. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Nothing,  only  to  tell  yon  to  tell  the  tmth?  Did  he 
ask  vou  what  your  memorv  of  the  facts  was,  to  see  whether  vou  kneff 
the  truth  ? 

Mr.  PYamb.  No.  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  tell  him  What  yoflr  memory  was  of  the  con- 
versation ? 

Mr.  Frame.  No,  sir, 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  tell  anybody  else  since  that  time  or  ance  to" 
were  subpcenaed  or  expected  to  be  subpcenaed? 

Mr.  Frame.  Not  since. 
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Mr.  Htnes.  Not  since  you  were  subpoenaed.  How  limg'before  was 
aytbiitg  said  to  jou  on  tluit  subject  by  anybody  i 

Mr.  Fbahe.  I  could  ncA  just  say  When. 

Mr.  Htkes.  Was  it  a  day  or  a  week  or  a  mtHith! 

Mr.  Frame,  Probably  a  week  before. 

Mr.  Htnes.  A  week  oefore.    By  whom  was  that  saidf 

Mr.  Frahe.  JiLst  among  ourselvea  in  Uie  office. 

Mr.  Htxes.  Well,  by  wnom — this  matter  that  you  testified  was  said 
to  yon!     You  are  takmg  a  great  deal  of  time. 

Mr.  Frame.  Mr.  Enright,  I  will  say  again. 

Mr.  Htnes.  What  did  he  say  to  you! 

Mr.  Frame.  He  said  the  case  was  still  going  on,  and  that  was 
about  all. 

Mr-  Hfnm.  What  was  it( 

Mr.  F«AMB.  He  said,  "Well,  the  ca,**  is  still  gning  on,"  pr  some- 
thing to  that  effect 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  he  say  what  case! 

Mr.  Frame.  He  had  this  case  in  mind  at  the  time. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Well,  you  don't  know  that.  What  did  be  say  about 
the  case! 

Mr.  Frame.  He  did  not  say  anything  further. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  he  tell  you  to  tell  the  truth! 

Mr.  Frame,  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Who  first  talked  with  you  about  coming  to  Wa^h- 
insttm! 

Mr.  Frame.  The  man  that  subptrnaed  me  first ;  and  after  thai  I 
t(Ad  the  manager  that  I  would  have  to  go. 

The  Chairman.  Who,  if  anybody,  talked  with  you  as  to  what 
your  testimony  would  be! 

Mr,  Fkamk,  Nobody  has  talked  about  my  testimony. 

The  Chairman.  Not  down  to  this  mcmient ! 

Senator  Kern.  Did  Mr.  Healy  or  the  attorneys  talk  to  you? 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes;  Mr.  Healy  spoke  to  me. 

Senator  Kern.  When!    After  you  were  pubpa>naedt 

Mr.  Frame.  No;  not 

Senator  Kern.  We  iust  want  the  truth.  It  is  all  right  if  he  talked 
toyou,  and  it  is  all  ripit  if  he  did  not. 

Mr.  Frame.  I  was  trying  to  think  whether  it  was  aft«'  I  waf-  '-ub- 
ptpnaed  or  before.     It  was  before  I  was  subp<enaed. 

The  CRAmuAM.  In  Chicago! 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Where  was  that  ? 

Mr.  Frame.  At  the  club. 

Mr.  Htnes.  How  long  before  you  were  Mibp'pnaed !  How  Vmg 
ftgot 

Mr.  Frame.  Probably  about  10  days  ago. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  he  ask  you  what  you  had  to  say! 

Mr.  Frame.  He  asked  me  what  I  had  heard;  that  waH  all. 

Mr.  Htmxs.  Did  you  go  on  and  tell  him '! 

Mr.  Frahc  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes,  Did  he  talk  with  you  -iiu-e  you  '■nine  down  hfri'  on 
the  subject ! 

Mr.  Frame.  He  just  simply  t^poke  to  tite. 

Mr.  Htnes.  But  did  he  a-^it  yoif  again  (o  repeat  il!         C(^(^o\^' 
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Mr.'  FRA.1CB.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  HTNES-When  was  that? 

Mr.  Feahb.  Just  a  short  time  before  I  came  in  here. 

Mr.  Htnbb.  This  morning?  Did  Mr.  Hettler  tell  you  why  he  wts 
asking  you  whether  you  were  going  away  or  not! 

Mr.  Fhabul  No,  sir. 

Mr,  HxNzs.  These  several  times ) 

Mr,  Fbamb.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Why  did  he  ask  you  whether  you  were  going  away! 

Mr.  Frame.  I  can  not  tell. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Do  you  know  of  any  reason  why  he  should  ask  you 
whether  you  were  going  away! 

Mr.  Frame.  No:  I  have  no  recollection 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  you  state  that  you  were  going  away  tm  any  of 
those  occasions  when  he  asked  you  whether  you  were  going  away! 

Mr.  Frame.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Had  you  had  any  trip  in  contemplation  t  Had  you 
been  talking  about  going  away  t 

Mr.  Frame.  No  ;  I  do  not  believe  I  mentioned  it 

Mr.  Htnes.  Can  you  remember  anybody  but  Mr.  Enright  that 
you  spoke  to  about  this  matter,  or  who  spoke  to  you  about  your  com- 
ing down  here,  or  about  your  memory  of  that  occasion ! 

Mr.  Frame.  We  have  four  clerks  in  our  office,  four  or  five,  and  they 
saw  me  get  the  papers  to  come  down  here,  and  mentioned  it  at  that 
time. 

Mr.  Htnes.  What  did  they  say! 

Mr.  Frame.  They  just  simply  said  I  was  going  to  Washington, 
or  something  of  that  character. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  they  say  anything  more! 

Mr.  Frame.  No;  nothing. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Who  was  the  man  that  served  the  subpoena  on  you? 

Mr.  Frame.  Mr.  Weber,  I  believe. 

The  Chairman.  He  is  a  man  that  was  sent  from  here.  He  was  a 
process  server  from  the  sergeant  at  arms'  office. 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  say  he  was  the  first  man  that  talked  with  you 
about  what  your  testimony  would  be? 

The  Chairman.  No  ;  he  did  not  say  so,  Judge. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Perhaps  I  misunderstood  him,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  think  he  said  so. 

Mr.  Htnes.  What  did  he  say  to  you  about  the  testimony! 

Mr.  Frame.  Mr.  Weber! 

Mr.  Htnes.  Yes. 

Mr.  Frame.  He  did  not  say  anything. 

Mr.  Htnes.  I  did  not  believe  that  the  deputy  sergeant  at  arms 
had  talked  with  the  witness  about  his  testimony,  but  I  understood 
the  witness  to  say  that  he  was  the  first  man  that  talked  with  him 
about  it.    When  were  you  served  with  this  subpcena  ! 

Senator  Kern.  Judge,  what  is  the  purpose  or  that? 

Mr.  Htnes.  There  is  a  good  deal  that  he  has  said,  Senator,  about 
the  time  when  he  had  talks  with  people — when  he  had  talira  with 
Mr.  Hettler,  etc. 

Mr.  Frame.  I  believe  it  was  the  11th. 

Mr.  Htnes.  The  llth  of  July! 

Mr.  Frame.  The  llth  of  July:  yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Hynes.  That  is  all. 

Seiiator  Jones.  Mr.  Frame,  you  say  you  joked  about  this  remark 
yon  heard  Mr.  Hines  mako? 

Mr.  Fbave.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Jones.  Why  1 

Mr.  Frame.  Mr.  Hettler  and  I  were  the  only  ones  that  probably 
smiled  about  it,  or  something. 

(Senator  Jones.  Why  did  you  joke  about  itt  Whj'  did  you  smile 
about  it  ? 

Mr.  Fbame.  After  he  had  testified  I  smiled  at  hiiii  as  he  would 
come  into  the  club,  or  something  of  that  kind. 

Senator  Jones.  After  he  testified? 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir;  after  the  case  at  Springfield. 

Senator  Jones.  You  never  treated  this  as  a  joke  until  after  the 
case  at  Springfield  f 

Mr.  Fbahe.  Well,  possibly  before;  too. 

Senator  Jones.  Are  you  sure  about  that — whether  or  not  you 
regarded  this  remark  as  a  joke  before  the  testimony  was  taken  at 
Springfield  ? 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes;  I  think  we  did,  possibly. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  you  t 

Mr.  Frame.  I  m^ht  probably  have  smiled. 

Senator  Jones.  Ido  not  want  what  you  might  have  done,  but  I 
want  what  you  did.  Did  you  regard  it  as  a  joke  before  that  time!  I 
simply  want  the  truth.    You  can  say  you  did  or  you  did  not. 

Mr.  Frame.  Why,  yes. 

Senator  Jones.  Why!  What  reason  had  you  to  regard  it  as  a 
joke!  I>Jd  you  know  anything  about  the  interest  Mr.  Hines  took 
in  politics!    You  can  say  whether  you  did  or  not. 

Mr,  Frame.  No;  I  did  not. 

Senator  Joneb.  Did  you  know  whether  he  had  any  influence  in 
politics  or  not! 

Mr.  J'ramb.  No;  I  would  not  say  that  I  did. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  you  know  whether  he  in  fact  had  anything 
to  do  with  the  election  of  Senator  Lorimer  or  not? 

Mr.  Frame.  Not  up  until  that  time. 

Senator  Joneh.  Did  you  know  whether  he  had  been  at  Springfield, 
assisting  in  the  election  of  Mr.  Lorimer! 

Mr.  Frame.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Jones.  What  reason  had  you  for  regarding  that  state- 
ment as  a  joke! 

Mr.  Frasie.  You  might  have  misunderstood  me.  We  spoke  about 
it  afterwards. 

Senator  Jones.  Who  did? 

Mr.  Frame.  Mr.  Hettler  and  Ij  in  a  joking  sort  of  a  way. 

Senator  Jones.  Who  spoke  of  it  in  a  joking  sort  of  a  wav — you  or 
Mr.  Hettler! 

Mr.  Frame.  Both  of  us,  I  guess,  regarded  it 

Senator  Jones.  I  do  not  want  what  you  guess;  I  want  what  the 
fact  is. 

Mr.  Frame.  I  could  not  say  for  sure. 

Senator  Jones.  If  you  do  not  know,  say  so,  on  any  of  these  mat- 
ters. The  committee  does  not  want  you  to  state  anything  that  is  not 
so  simply  because  the  question  is  asked.  We  simply  want  your  recol- 
lection about  it.    Mr.  Hettler  joked  with  you  al>out  it,  you  say! 
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Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Jones.  And  that  led  you,  then,  to  joke  with  him  aktout  it! 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Jones.  That  is  the  fact  about  it? 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir. 

S^iatKU-  Jones.  Did  Mr.  Hettler  tell  you  tbat  Ms.  Hmea  did  not 
have  any  particular  influence  in  political  mattes  J 

Mr.  Fkame.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  he  tell  you  why  he  joked  about  it  J 

Mr.  Frame.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Jones.  He  spoke  to  tou  as  thau^  be  oon^demd  tte  state- 
ment that  Mr.  Hines  elected  Au*.  Lohiuer  a^  a  joke!  He  ^wke  of  it 
in  that  way,  did  he^ 

Mr.  Framk.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Jones.  But  he  did  not  tell  you  anythiJU^  aWut  wk^l 
He  did  not  suggest  that  Mr.  Hieee  had  no.  political  influence,  or 
anything  ol  that  sort  i 

Mr.  ^AMS.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  you  notice  Mr.  Hines  before  he  sp^ln  \o  K(r. 
Hettler  on  that  day  at  the  dlubt 

Mr.  Frame.  Not  particularly. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  you  at  all  1 

Mr.  "BitAUS.  No ;  I  did  not. 

Seofttor  JoKKS.  Xh«  flrst  you  s^^  q£  bim  was  wheft  be  vas  talk- 
ing with  Mr.  Hettler! 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes;  or  his  approach  to  the  case,  I  should  say. 

Senator  Jones.  That  is  just  what  I  am  getting  at  Did  you  see 
him  as  he  approached  Mr.  Hettler,  before  he  spoke  to  him! 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  see  him  coming  up! 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes;  I  did. 

Senator  Jones.  Mr.  Hettler  was  there  at  the  case  buying  cigars  at 
that  time,  was  he! 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Jones.  You  were  talking  to  him! 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Jones,  Facing  him! 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Jones.  And  the  telephone  booths  were  back  of  you,  were 
they  not! 

Mr.  Frame.  No.  They  are  more  to  the  side.  For  instance,  I  would 
be  facing  him  behind  the  case  and  the  telephone  booths  would  be  to 
the  right. 

Senator  Jones.  How  far  back  was  Mr.  Hines  when  you  first  saw 
him !    I  understood  you  to  say  a  moment  ago,  10  or  12  feet. 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes. 

Senator  Jones.  Is  that  correct! 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Jones.  You  saw  him  10  or  12  feet  away  while  you  were 
talking  with  Mr.  Hettler! 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  I  noticed  him. 

Senator  Jones.  Have  you  a  distinct  recollection  of  that! 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Hines  come  up  and  tap  Mr. 
Hettler  on  the  shoulder* 


Mr.  Frame.  I  did  not  notice  him  tappiag  him  oq  ttte  shoulder. 

Senator  Jones.  As  he  came  up,  would  he  be  facing  Mr.  Hetttev' 

Mr.  Fhamb.  No;  he  would  not. 

Senator  Jones.  He  would  come  to  his  back,  would  he? 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes;  or  to  his  side,  rather. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  you  see  him  put  his  hand  on  Mc>  Hettler's 
shoulder  and  call  his  attention  ^ 
Mr.  Frman.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Jones.  You  were  looking  at  Mr.  Hettler  at  tl^  time,  were 
you  not! 
Mi.  Frame.  Yes ;  I  was. 

Senator  Jones.  If  he  had  done  thot  you  wouJidi  have  seen  it*  woutd 
you  not! 

Mr,  Frame.  I  did  not  notice  him  do  that. 

Senator  Jones.  If  he  had  done  it,  would  you  opt  hare  seen  hjjp! 
If  be  had  put  his  hand  on  his  shoulder,  would  you  not  have  seen  biml 

Mr.  Frame.  I  probably  would,  but  I  can  not  say  tiiat  I  noticed  it. 

Senator  Jones.  I  did  not  ask  you  whether  you  noticed  it  or  not, 
now,  but  whether  if  he  had  done  it  you  would  have  s©en  it?  Do  you 
think  probably  you.  would ) 

Mr.  Frame.  I  might- 
Senator  Jones.  Did  Mr.  Hettler  tell  yoi*  that  h&  w^s  in  a  hurry  to 
catch  his  train? 

Mr.  Frame.  I  can  not  say  for  sure  now.  I  took  that  for  granted 
more  than  anything  else.  He  seemed  to  be  in  a  hurry,  and  I  was 
making  a  sale,  and  I  could  not  say  for  sure. 

Senator  Jones.  How  long  had  he  been  t^re  getting  the  cigars 
before  Mr.  Hinea  came  up? 

Mr.  Frame.  Just  a  few  minutes.  I  had  opened  probably  five  or 
six  boxes  of  cigars  for  him  to  make  a  selection. 

Senator  Joaea.  After  Mr.  Hines  came  up,  Mr.  Hettler  and  Mr. 
Hines  left  and  went  over  10  or  12  feet  before  he  got  his  cigars? 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Jones.  You  are  sure  of  that? 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Jones.  You  have  a  very  distinct  recollection  of  that,  have 
you? 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Jones.  And  that  he  did  not  get  his  cigars  until  after  he 
came  back  from  talking  with  Mr.  Hinesi 

Mr.  Frame.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Jones.  That  is  all. 

The  Chairman.  You  are  excused. 

TESUHONY  Of  ISAAC  BAXEB. 

Isaac  Baker,  being  duly  sworn,  was  examined  and  testified  as 
follows : 

Mr.  Htnes.  What  is  your  full  name,  Mr.  Baker? 

Mr.  Baker.  Isaac  Baker. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Where  doyou  live? 

Mr.  Baker.  Chicago,  111. 

Mr.  Hywes.  How  long  have  you  lived  there? 

Mr.  Barer.  About  31  or  32  years. 
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Mr.  Htneb.  What  is  your  age? 

Mr.  Bakeu.  If  I  live  until  me  12th  of  August  I  will  be  69  years 
old. 

Mr.  Htnes.  This  next  month  t 

Mr.  Bakes.  Yes. 

Mr.  HyNBS.  How  long  have  you  been  in  the  lumber  business? 

Mr.  Bakeb.  Ever  since  I  was  about  IB  years  old. 

Mr.  Htnes.  What  is  your  present  occupation ! 

Mr.  Baker.  I  look  after  the  buying  for  the  Edward  Hines 
Lumber  Co. 

Mr.  HrNEfl.  And  you  have  been  in  that  relation  to  the  Edward 
Hines  Lumber  Co.  how  long  a  time? 

Mr.  Baker.  Ever  sine©  they  started  in  business— a  little  over  20 
years,  I  should  say. 

Mr.  Hynes.  What  was  vour  position  and  occupation  before  that  ? 

Mr.  Bakkr.  I  was  a  lumber  inspector.  No;  before  that,  first,  after 
I  came  to  Chicago,  I  was  buyer  for  Henry  Barker  &  Co.,  first 

Mr.  Htnes.  In  the  lumber  business? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnbb.  Go  on  and  tell  us  what  your  experience  has  been. 

Mr.  Baker.  Then  I  went  with  Walker,  Fisher  £  Co. 

Mr.  Htnes.  For  how  long  a  time  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  was  with  them  about  seven  years. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Different  lumber  concerns  in  Chicago? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir ;  different  lumber  concerns  in  Chicago. 

Mr.  Htnes.  How  long  hate  you  been  in  the  business  or  buying 
lumber  for  various  lumber  concerns? 

Mr.  Baker.  A  little  over  30  years. 

Mr.  Htnes.  What  has  been  your  chief  business  in  connection  with 
the  Edward  Hines  Lumber  Co.  ? 

Mr.  Bakbb.  Ijooking  after  the  buying  of  the  lumber  for  the  yard, 
and  timber,  and  in  fact  all  the  buying. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Buying  in  large  quantities  or  in  small  quantities  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Large  quantities. 

Mr.  Htnes,  Do  you  remember  being  in  Washington  prior  to  the 
date  on  which  Senator  Lorimer  was  elected? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Which  was  the  26th  of  May,  1909? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Were  you  here  in  connection  with  the  purchase  of 
lumber  for  Mr,  Hines? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  From  whom  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  From  Senator  Isaac  Stephenson. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Was  there  a  large  bill  under  negotiation  at  that  time — 
a  large  purchase  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yea,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  To  what  extent? 

Mr.  Baker.  The  purchase  amounted  to  between  seven  and  eight 
hundred  thousand  dollars. 

The  Chairuan.  Where  was  that  located? 

Mr.  Htnes.  That  was  when  he  was  here  in  Washington. 

Mr.  Baker.  The  conversation  was  at  the  Shoreham  Hotel,  I  thii^k. 

Mr,  Htnes,  But  where  was  the  lumber? 
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Mr.  Baker.  At  Marinette,  Wis.,  and  Ford  Kiver.  Mich. 

Mr.  HyuES.  Had  you  been  down  to  Washington  to  see  Senate: 
Stephenson  with  res[>ect  to  that  before  that  timel 

Mr.  Baeeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Htneb.  Why  did  you  not  conclude  the  transaction  when  you 
first  came  down  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Mr.  Stephenson  was  not  ready  to  put  the  price  on  the 
lumber  when  I  first  came  down.  He  wanted  to  see  his  general  super- 
intendent, and  also  Mr.  Upman,  who  was  connected  with  the  concern 
and  who  lived  in  Milwaukee. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Then  you  went  back  to  Chicagof 

Mr.  Bak£b.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynzb.  How  soon  after  that  did  you  return  to  Washington! 

Mr.  Baker.  Just  a  few  days. 

Mr.  HrNBS.  And  you  were  here  how  long  with  reference  to  that 
transaction ! 

Mr.  Baker.  About  six  days,  the  second  time. 

Mr.  IIiNEs.  Did  you  conclude  the  transaction! 

Mr,  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hyjjbs,  What  was  the  reason! 

Mr.  Baker.  He  did  not  want  to  conclude  it.  Mr.  Upman  was  to 
have  been  here,  and  he  did  not  come;  and  he  did  not  want  to  close 
up  the  trade  until  Mr.  Upman  got  here. 

Mr.  Htnes,  What  day  did  you  leave  Washington! 

Mr.  Baker.  May  25. 

Mr.  Htne8.  Where  did  you  go  to! 

Mr.  Baker.  To  Chicago. 

Mr.  Htnes.  With  whom! 

Mr.  Baker.  With  Mr.  Edward  Hines. 

Mt.  Htnes.  Did  you  go  all  the  way  to  Chicago! 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Mr.  Htnes.  When  vou  got  to  Chicago  it  was  on  (he  morning  of 
the  26th! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hykes.  On  what  train  did  you  arrive! 

Mr.  Bakeh.  On  the  8.55 ;  the  limited  or  special. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Was  that  on  time,  if  you  recall! 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes;  if  I  remember  right. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  anybody  meet  Mr.  Hines  at  the  station! 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Who! 

Mr.  Baker.  Mr.  Wiehe. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  you  hear  any  conversation  between  them  ! 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  What  was  it! 

Mr.  Baker.  Mr.  Hines  told  me  on  the  train  that  he  was  going  to 
Springfield  that  morning  on  the  arrival  of  the  train  in  Chicago. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  he  say  what  about! 

Mr.  Baker.  No. 

Mr.  Htnes.  To  Springfield,  111.! 

Mr.  Baker.  To  Springfield,  111.  And  Mr.  Wiehe  met  him  at  the 
train  and  told  him  not  to  go  to  Springfield  until  after  he  had  talked 
with  Mr.  Lorimer.    They  talked  that  way,  and  Mr.  Hines  said,  "  I 
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am  going  over  to  the  Continental  National  Bank '';  and  I  left  them 
and  went  home. 

Mr.  Hynes.  How  far  is  your  home  from  there? 

Mr.  Baker.  It  is  about  4  miles,  I  think. 

Mr.  Hynbs.  Did  you  return  from  your  home  anywhere?  Did  you 
go  from  your  home  anywhere  else? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  went  to  my  home,  and  from  there  to  the  office  of  the 
Edward  Hines  Lumber  Co. 

Mr.  Htnes.  What  time  did  you  go  to  the  office  of  the  Edward 
Hines  Lumber  Co.) 

Mr.  Bakek.  I  .should  aay  it  was  about  half  past  10. 

Mr.  Hynes.  What  did  you  do  there? 

Mr.  Baker.  As  soon  as  I  came  in  the  office  the  telephone  girl  told 
ine  tliat  Mr.  Cook  and  Mr.  O'Brien  were  down  at  the  Grand  Pacific 
Hotel  and  wanted  to  see  me.  I  told  her  to  call  them  up  and  she  did 
so;  and  they  told  me  they  wanted  me  to  come  down  to  the  hotel;  that 
they  wanted  to  see  men.  I  asked  them  what  for,  -and  they  said,  "  We 
can  not  tell  you  until  you  come  down."  I  then  called  up  Mr.  Hine.^ 
at  the  Continental  National  Bank  and  told  him  that  Mr.  Cook  and 
Mr.  O'Bri^  were  there  and  wanted  me  to  come  down  to  see  them. 
He  told  me  to  go  ahead  and  find  out  and  let  him  know  what  they 
wanted. 

Mr.   HrNES.  Did  you  go  down? 

Mr.  Baker.  So  I  immediately  left  and  went  down  to  the  Grand 
Pacific  Hotel. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Where  did  you  meet  them? 

Mr.  Baker.  In  the  rotunda  of  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you   remain  there? 

Mr.  Baker,  No,  sir ;  we  went  up  to  one  of  their  rooms.  I  do  not 
know  which  room  it  was,  but  we  went  upstairs  to  a  room. 

Mr.  Hynes.  That  is,  vou  do  not  know  whether  it  was  the  room  of 
Mr.  Cook  or  Mr.  O'Brien? 

Mr.  Baker.  No;  I  do  not  know  which  one  it  was, 

Mr.  Htnes,  What  did  you  talk  about  with  Mr.  Cook  and  Mr. 
O'Brien  there,  or  they  with  you? 

Mr.  Baker.  They  told  me  that  the  report  came  from  Cloquet 
that  Mr.  Hines  had  assigned  his  Virginia  and  Rainy  Lake  stock  to 
Rudolph  Weyerhaeuser  to  be  voted  at  the  annual  meeting,  and  that 
they,  being  minority  stockholders,  wanted  to  know  where  they  stood. 

Senator  Jones.  I  do  not  seen  any  use  in  going  into  the  conversa- 
tion between  him  and  Cook. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  Only  to  show  the  occasion  that  brought  them  there. 

Senator  Jones.  We  do  not  care  what  brought  them  there;  unless 
it  is  connected  with  this  matter.    They  were  there. 

Senator  Gamble.  Suggest  it  briefly.  Just  call  attention  to  the 
facU  and  that  will  expedite  it. 

Mr.  Hynes.  I  want  to  show  their  attitude  toward  Mr,  Hines  at 
thai  time,  just  for  a  moment,  if  I  may. 

What  wa.s  said  about  that,  Mr.  Baiter?  Make  it  as  brief  as  you 
can. 

Mr.  Baker.  That  they  had  understood  thatMr.Hines  hadassigned 
his  stock  to  Kudolph  Weyerhaeuser,  and,  being  minority  stock- 
holders, they  wanted  to  know  where  they  stood ;  and  they  said  also 
that  they  would  combine  with  Mr.  Hines  their  stock  and  that  of 
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their  friends,  and  would  control  the  company.  I  told  them  I  did 
not  think  there  was  anything  in  it,  and  I  said:  "I  will  find  out.  I 
will  call  Mr.  Hines  up  on  the  telephone,  and  have  him  come  over 
here." 

I  then  called  up  the  office  of  the  Edward  Hines  Lumber  Co.,  and 
they  connected  me  with  Mr.  Hines  at  the  Continental  National 
Bank,  and  I  told  him  to  come  over  at  once,  that  they  wanted  to 
leave  the  city,  and  it  was  imp<)rtant  for  him  to  come  over. 

Mr.   Hynes.  Did  he  come  over? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir;  he  came  over. 

Mr,  Hyne8.  About  what  time  did  he  get  there,  according  to  your 
recollection  1 

Mr.  Baker.  I  should  say,  maybe  20  minutes  after  11;  from  15  to 
20  minutes  after. 

Mr.  Hynes.  What  occurred  after  Mr.  Hines  came  there? 

Mr.  Baker.  They  then  told  him  the  same  story  about  what  they 
had  heard  in  regard  to  his  assigning  his  stock, 

Mr.  Hynes.  Tell  me  where  you  were  when  Mr.  Hines  came; 
whether  you  were  upstairs  or  downstairs,  or  where  you  were? 

Mr.  Bakeh.  No,  sir;  after  talking  to  Mr.  Hines  on  the  telephone 
I  came  downstairs  and  met  Mr.  Hines  and  told  him  what  they  wanted. 
I  went  down  in  the  rotunda  and  met  Mr.  Hines  there  and  told  him 
what  they  wanted. 

Mr.  Hynes.  MTiere  were  they  in  the  meantime! 

Mr.  Bakes.  They  were  in  their  room  upstairs. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Go  on. 

Mr.  Baker.  So  I  says :  "  I  will  go  right  on  up  again,  and  you  come 
up."  And  I  went  right  up  back  to  the  room,  and  Mr.  Mines  followed 
me  in  in  a  few  minutes  or  seconds.  Then  they  told  him  the  same 
story  that  they  had  told  me. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  need  not  repeat  it.    What  did  he  say  i 

Mr.  Bakeh.  Mr.  Hines  said  that  he  had  not  assigned  his  stock  to 
anybody,  nor  would  he  as  long  as  he  lived ;  that  he  would  vote  that 
stock  himself  to  the  best  interests  of  all  the  stockholders. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  Was  there  anybody  else  there  in  that  room? 

Mr.  Baker,  Yes ;  Mr.  Wiehe  came  in  while  we  were  talking. 

Mr.  Hynes.  After  Mr.  Hines,  or  before? 

Mr.  Baker.  After  Mr.  Hinefe, 

Mr.  Hykes.  And  then  what  happened? 

Mr.  Baker.  Then  the  telephone  rang,  and  Mr.  Cook  went  to  the 
telephone,  and  he  turned  aiound  and  .says,  "  Mr.  Hines,  they  want  yoo 
on  the  telephone."  And  Mr.  Hines  went  to  the  telephone  and  com- 
menced talking. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Go  on. 

Mr.  Bakeh.  And  he  says :  "  Hello !  I  have  talked  to  the  governor, 
and  I  will  see  yoii."  Then  there  was  a  pause.  "  Now,  you  under- 
stand how  the  administration  feels  about  this,  but  don't  leave  any 
stone  unturned  to  be  elected."  Tlien  there  was  another  pause,  and 
then  Mr.  Hin&s  says:  "If  necessary,  I  will  come  dcfwn  to  Spring- 
field tonight  on  the  train." 

Mr.  Hynes.  That  was  the  substance  of  all  you  heard? 

Mr.  Baker.  That  was  the  substance  of  all  the  conversation  over 
the  telephone. 
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Mr.  Htnbs.  Where  were  you  seated  Bt  the  time  of  this  conversa- 
tion f 

Mr.  Bakek.  I  was  seated  at  the  table,  about  6  or  8  feet  from  the 
telephone. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Where  were  the  others  seated? 

Mr.  Baker,  It  was  a  table  about  the  size  of  this  one,  I  should  judge 
[indicating]. 

Mr.  Htneh.  About  that  shape,  was  it? 

Mr.  Bakeh.  Yes;  about  that  ^ape.  I  sat  there  [indicating],  and 
Mr, 

Mr.  Htnbs.  Do  not  say  "  there,"  but  specify  according  to  direction 
where  you  were. 

Mr.  Bae£R,  I  sat  at  the  south  end  of  the  table,  next  to  the  tele- 
phone. Mr.  O'Brien  sat  on  the  farther  end,  on  the  north  end;  Mr. 
Cook  sat  opposite  to  me;  and  Mr.  Hines  sat  on  the  same  side  of  the 
table  with  Mr.  Cook,  near  the  telephone. 

Mr,  Htnes.  Where  was  Mr.  Wiwief 

Mr,  Babes.  He  sat  between  Mr.  O'Brien  and  me. 

Mr.  Hynes,  Did  Mr.  Cook  say,  when  he  called  Mr.  Hines  to  the 
telephone,  "Here  is  Qo\.  Deneen.    Here  is  the  governor"? 

Mr.  Baexr.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  Mr.  Hines,  in  that  telephone  conversation,  say, 
"Hello,  Glov.  Deneen.    Is  this  Gov.  Deneen?  " 

Mr.  Bakes.  No,  sir, 

Mr.  Htnes,  Did  he  mention  the  name  Deneen  at  any  time  in  that 
conversation  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Mr,  Htnes.  Did  he  state  that  he  would  be  down  that  afternoon 
or  evening  with  all  the  money  that  was  necessary? 

Mr.  Bakek.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Was  anything  said  about  money  in  that  telephone  con- 
versation, that  you  heard? 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  So  far  as  Mr.  Hines  was  concerned  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  After  that  where  did  you  go? 

Mr.  Baker.  Mr.  Hines  came  back  to  the  table  and  sat  down,  and 
one  of  the  gentlemen,  I  would  not  say  which  one,  spoke  up  and  said : 
"  Is  that  in  reference  to  the  election  of  Senator  at  Springfield  ?  " 

Mr.  Hines  said :  "  Yes."  We  sat  and  talked  maybe  10  or  15  minutes 
about  the  Virginia  &  Rainy  Lake  Co.'s  business,  and  they  said  they 
were  well  satisfied  with  the  way  the  business  was  being  conducted, 
and  spoke  again  about  how  if  they  would  combine  this  stock  that 
Mr.  Hines  and  Mr.  Cook  and  Mr.  O^Brien  could  control  the  company. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Mr.  Baker,  were  yon  with  Mr.  Hines  the  following 
day  in  the  Union  League  Club? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  was. 

Mr.  Htnes.  On  the  27^1? 

Mr,  Baker.  Yes. 

Mr,  Htneb.  What  was  your  business  there? 

Mr.  Bakes.  To  meet  ^fr.  Carney  of  the  Carney  Bros.  Co.  (Ltd.) 
in  regard  to  buying  their  lumber. 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  wotc  the  buyer? 

Mr.  Bakes.  Yes. 
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Mr,  Hynes.  How  large  a  transaction  was  that? 

Mr.  Baker.  Oh,  somewhere  about  $200,000  to  $250,000  I  should 
say. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Had  you  always  partici[)ated  in  the  appraisement  or 
settlement  of  the  price  that  was  to  be  paid  for  the  lumber? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  In  the  previous  years? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Mr.  Carney's  lumber? 

Mr,  Baker.  Yes. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Who  else  was  with  you  on  that  occasion  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  C.  L.  Hall. 

Mr.  Hynes.  He  had  been  up  to  see  the  lumber? 

Mr.  Baker.  He  had  been  up  to  took  the  logs  over  in  the  camp  in 
the  wintertime. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Had  you  been  up  there  every  year  yourself,  to  ex- 
amine lumber,  previous  to  that  year? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes;  previous  to  19G9;  yes.  Mr.  Hall  was  under  me, 
and  I  used  to  take  him  into  the  woods  with  me  to  get  his  ideas  to 
compare  with  mine  on  the  value  of  the  timber.  I  had  been  up  there, 
I  think,  two  winters  before  with  him ;  and  this  year  I  did  not  go. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Was  it  the  custom  of  Mr.  Hines  and  yourself  to  jointly 
pass  upon  the  value  and  price  to  be  paid  for  lumber  where  then; 
was  any  considerable  amount  in  the  transaction  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Tell  what  occurred  while  you  were  there. 

Mr.  Baker.  While  we  were  there  talking,  there  was  a  gentle- 
man  

Mr.  Htnes.  Where  were  you? 

Mr.  Baker.  We  were  sitting  on  the  lounge  at  the  left-hand  sid'^ 
of  the  entrance  into  the  court  room  there;  and  there  was  a  gentle- 
man approached 

Mr.  Htnes.  Who  was  sitting  there? 

Mr.  Bakeh.  Mr.  C.  L.  Hall,  Mr.  Edward  Hines,  Mr.  Carney,  and 
myself. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Go  on,  now. 

Mr.  Baker.  There  was  a  gentleman  came  up  and  said,  "  How  do 
Tou  do,  Mr.  Hines,"  and  Mr.  Hines  cot  up  and  shook  hands  with 
him ;  iind  he  made  the  remark :  •'  I  see  tnat  Senator  Lorimer  is  elected, 
and  I  am  glad  of  it."  Mr.  Hines  replied  to  him  and  said,  "  Yes;  1 
think  he  will  make  a  good  representative."  And  the  gentleman  then 
said,  "I  have  never  met  the  Senator,  and  I  would  like  to  be  intro- 
duced to  him."  At  that  he  turned  around  and  they  walked  ofF  toward 
the  exit  where  they  go  out  of  the  clubroom, 

Mr.  Hynes.  The  entrance  from  the  outer  hall  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Thnt  goes  out  into  the  hall, 

Mr.  HiNEh.  How  far  was  that! 

ilr.  Baker.  I  should  judge  they  were  about  10  feet  from  me  at 
that  time,  where  they  stopped. 

Mr.  Hynj».  ^Vhat  occurred  there,  if  you  know? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  did  not  understand  that.  I  could  not  hear  what  was 
said  there. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  did  not  hear  what  was  said  there? 

Mr.  Baker.  Xo;  I  could  not  hear  what  was  said  t^^^re.  ,  GqqqIi- 


1432  SENATOR  FROM   ILJ-INOIS. 

ITie  CiiAiBMAN.  Toward  what  point  did  they  move  away? 

Mr.  Bak£r.  They  moved  away  from  the  front  of  the  lounge  over 
toward  the  entrance  wliere  they  come  into  the  reception  room. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  What  further,  if  anything,  was  said,  that  you  heard! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  They  stood  there  maybe  two  minutes,  and  Mr,  Hiiies 
returned  to  us,  and  he  said  to  Mr.  Carney,  '*  That  is  Mr.  Funk.  Ihe 
general  superintendent  of  the  International  Harvester  Co.;  a  >niall 
man  for  a  large  position,"  or  some  words  to  that  effect  Tlien  we  s*t 
down  and  went  to  talking  over  our  busine.ss  again, 

Mr.  Hynbs.  When  they  started  away  from  the  position  in  front  of 
the  lounge  where  you  heard  this  conversation,  and  after  the  expres- 
sion of  pleasure  at  the  election  of  Senator  llorimer,  how  did  thev 
move  away  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Mr.  Funk — the  gentleman  that  I  afterwards  learned 
was  Mr,  Funk — took  Mr.  Mines  by  his  left  arm.  and  they  walked 
off.  He  held  his  arm  about  here,  I  should  say  [indicating],  above 
his  elbow. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  Did  Mr.  Mines  and  Mr.  Funk  go  and  sit  down  any- 
where ? 

Mr.  Bakeb.  No,  sir. 

Mr,  irYNEfl,  Did  they  sit  down  on  the  lounge  that  you  gentlemen 
were  sitting  on  t 

Mr,  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Mr,  HyNB8.  Or  anywhere  else? 

Mr,  Baker.  Nowhere  else. 

Mr,  Mtnes.  Were  Mr,  Hines  and  Mr.  Funk  in  view  of  you  until 
Mr.  Mines  returned  to  you? 

Mr,  Baker,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes,  I  think  that  is  all. 

Mr.  Healy,  Where  did  you  live  in  May,  1909,  Mr,  Baker! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  I  lived  on  what  is  now  Indep^idence  Boulevard.  ripW 
opposite  the  Garfield  Park  Station  of  the  elevated,  in  what  is  kuoirn 
as  the  Melzie  Apartments. 

Mr.  Healy.  Near  what  cross  street? 

Mr.  Baker.  It  was  south  of  Harrison,  on  the  corner  of  FaunlJ^rov 
and  Independence  Boulevard. 

Mr.  He.\lv.  How  Ur  was  that  from  the  Unicm  Station? 

Mr.  Bakkr.  I  sliould  sav  4  or  5  miles. 

Mr.  Heai-y.  Well,  whicfi  is  it.  4  or  5?  i 

Mr.  Baker,  I^et  me  see.  It  is  alKint  four  and  a  half,  I  think,  aa 
nearly  as  I  can  tigure  it  up. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  went  to  your  home  that  morning  in  a  street  <-sr( 

Mr,  Baker,  Xo,  sir;  I  went  on  the  elevated, 

Mr.  Healy.  Which  elevated  i-oad  did  you  take? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  took  the  (larfield  Park  car. 

Mr.  Healy,  Where  did  yon  catch  the  elevated  train? 

Mr.  Baker.  On  Cnnal  Street,  south  of  the  Pennsylvania  Depot] 
there.  i 

Mr,  Hi>;alv.  How  far  from  the  I'nion  Station  was  the  elevated: 
railroad  station?  | 

Mr.  Baker,  I  think  it  is  about  two  blocks, 

Mr.  Healy,  Did  you  walk  down  there? 

Mr.  Baked.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  then  you  took  the  elevated  railroad  to  your  home! 
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Mr.  Bakek.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  Does  that  carry  you  to  your  home  without  change  of 
caret 

Mr.  Bareb.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Healy.  And  when  you  left  the  elevated  train,  how  far  wer« 
you  thcD  from  your  hoiuef 

Mr.  Bakeh.  Just  acrosfi  the  street ;  right  acrofis  the  street  on  IndiB- 
pendence  Boulevard. 

Mr.  Healt.  When  you  and  Mr.  Hines  reached  the  Union  Station 
that  morning,  as  I  understand  you,  Mr.  Wiehe  was  theref 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  and  Mr.  Hines  and  Mr.  Wiehe  talked  for  some 
time  i 

Mr.  Bakes.  I  did  not  talk  any— Mr.  Wiehe  did — only  Mr.  llines 
told  me  that  he  was  going  down  to  the  Continental  National  Bank, 
as  I  left 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  remain  there  and  participate  in  tlie  con- 
versation } 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir;  I  left  then  and  went  home. 

Mr.  Healy.  How  long  were  you  at  the  ITnion  Station  that  morn- 
ingt 

Air.  Baker.  I  was  tiiere  maybe  three  or  four  minutes.  I  did  not 
time  myself. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  what  was  your  purpose  in  going  to  your  home  f 

Mr.  Baker.  I  generally  go  home  firet.  I  had  not  l>een  home  fc»- 
several  days.    I  go  home  to  see  my  family. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  went  to  your  home  that  morning  and  visited 
with  your  family? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  How  long  did  you  remain  at  your  homet 

%[r.  Baker.  Oh,  15  minutes,  I  should  judge. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  changed  vour  linen,  I  presume! 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir;  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Healy.  Was  it  15  minutes  or  a  shorter  or  a  longer  timeV 

Mr.  Baker.  I  did  not  time  myself  there.  I  should  say  not  over 
lu  minutes. 

Mr.  Healy.  After  your  visit  with  your  family,  where  did  you  got 

Mr.  Baker.  I  went  to  the  office  of  the  Edward  Hines  Liunber  t^ 

Mr,  Healy.  Where  is  the  office  of  the  Edward  Hines  I^umber  Co., 
with  reference  to  your  home  on  Independence  Boulevard? 

Mr.  Baker.  It  is  southeast. 

Mr,  Healy.  How  far  from  your  homet 

Mr.  Baker.  I  should  say  4  or  5  mites. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  is  the  means  of  transportation  from  your  home 
to  the  office  of  the  Edward  Hines  Lumber  Co.i 

Mr.  Baker.  I  take  the  elevated  car  at  Garfield  Station  and  go  to 
Marshfield,  change  there  and  take  the  Douglas  Park  car  and  go  to 
Wood  Street.     There  I  get  out  and  walk  to  the  office. 

Mr.  Healy.  How  far  do  you  have  to  walk? 

Mr.  Baker.  It  takes  me  about  10  minutes. 

Mr.  Healy.  That  is  the  way  you  go  to  the  office  every  ilay,  I  as- 
sume t 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 
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Hr.  Healt.  What  do  you  usually  allow  yourself  tor  time  from 
your  home  to  office? 

Mr.  Baker.  About  30  minutes. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  transact  any  business  at  the  office  that  morn- 
ing* 

Mr.  Bakeb.  Only  just  while  they  were  getting  Mr.  Cook  on  the 
telephone  and  while  I  was  talking,  and  then  between  that  and  the 
time  they  were  getting  Mr.  Hines. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  remember  how  long  you  remained  at  the  office! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  No,  sir;  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Healt,  About  how  long! 

Mr.  Baker.  I  could  not  have  been  there  a  great  while ;  maybe  15  or 
20  minutes — not  over  that. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  remember  with  whom  you  talked  at  the  office 
that  morning! 

Mr.  Baker.  I  talked  with  all  the  office  help.  I  talked  with  Mr. 
Thomas,  I  think,  and  asked  if  there  was  any  mail  there  for  me. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  remember  speaking  to  Mr,  Thomas  and  asking 
him  about  the  mail  ? 

Mr.  Baksb.  No ;  but  I  generally  do  that. 

Mr,  Healy,  Nn ;  I  am  asking  you  for  your  recollection  with  refer- 
ence to  what  occurred;  not  what  you  generally  do,  but  what  you  did 
that  particular  morning! 

Mr.  Baker.  I  could  not  tell  what  I  did.  I  went  and  looked  at  some 
of  the  mail.    I  know  that,  because  I  always  do  that. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  yon  remember  any  letters  that  you  received  that 
morning  ? 

Mr,  Baker.  Xo,  sir ;  I  do  not  know  whether  I  received  any  or  not. 

Mr.  Healt,  Do  yoii  remember  any  conversation  you  had  with  any- 
body at  the  office  that  morning! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  No;  T  do  not 

Mr.  Healt.  Can  you  tell  now,  approximately,  how  long  you  re- 
mained at  the  office ! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  I  say,  I  think  somewhere  about  16  minutes. 

Mr.  Healt.  Would  it  be  a  longer  or  a  shorter  time! 

Mr.  Baker.  1  could  not  say. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  have  any  recollection  about  that,  Mr.  Baker, 
or  is  it  your  impression  that  you  were  at  the  office  that  long  that 
morning  because  of  the  things  which  happened! 

Mr.  Baker.  It  is  my  impression  that  I  was  there  the  time  that  it 
would  take  to  call  up  Mr.  Cook,  and  my  conversation  with  hini, 
which  lasted,  maybe,  a  couple  of  minutes,  and  then  calling  up  Mr. 
Hines  and  my  conversation  with  him.  I  know  that  I  left  rif^t  away 
after  talking  with  Mr.  Hines. 

Mr.  Healt.  How  long  did  it  take  you  to  get  from  the  Union  Sta- 
tion to  your  home  that  morning! 

Mr.  Baker.  It  takes  about  20  to  22  minutes  on  the  train — oh,  I 
should  say,  2.5  to  30  minutes. 

Mr.  Healt,  Twenty-five  or  thirty  minutes! 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  mean  that  is  the  running  time  of  the  train! 

Mr.  Baker.  That  is  the  time  it  takes  from  the  Canal  Street  Sta- 
tion to  the  Garfield  Station. 
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Mr.  Healt.  How  long  did  it  take  you  to  walk  from  the  Union  Sta- 
tion to  the  elevated  station! 

Mr.  Bakek.  Not  over  five  minutee. 

Mr.  Healy.  How  long  was  it  before  you  got  an  elevated  train  that 
morning! 

Mr.  Baker.  I  do  not  remember.  It  was  but  a  very  few  minutes. 
At  that  time  in  the  morning  they  run  very  often.  I  think  we  have 
a  train  every  two  or  three  minutes. 

Mr.  HzALY.  After  you  had  talked  with  Mr.  Cook  and  Mr.  O'Brien 
at  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel  you  called  up  Mr.  Hin^! 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  air. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  you  had  a  conversation  with  him? 

Mr.  Bakeh.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  then  where  did  you  go? 

Mr.  Baker.  After  we  left  Mr.  O'Brien's  room  after  that  conversa- 
tion I  went  down  in  the  rotunda  and  met  Mr.  Hines. 

Mr.  Heai,t.  How  far  is  the  office  of  the  Edward  Hines  Lumber 
Co.  from  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  do  not  kAow  how  far.     It  is  3  or  4  miles. 

Mr.  Healt.  How  did  you  go — by  street  car  or  elevated  train? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  went  by  stre^  car. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  know  the  running  time  of  the  cars  from  the 
Edwarf  Hines  Lumber  Co.  office  to  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  think  it  was  about  25  minutes. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  have  to  change  cars  at  all? 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  How  far  do  you  have  to  walk  from  the  Edward  Hines 
Lumber  Co.  to  the  street  car  which  carries  vou  down  to  the  center  of 
the  city? 

Mr.  Baker.  Oh,  it  is  just  a  little  over  a  block, 

Mr.  Healt.  Now,  when  you  arrived  at  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel 
that  morning,  who  was  it  you  first  saw  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  saw  both  Mr.  Cook  and  Mr.  O'Brien  at  the  same 
time. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  you  met  them  in  the  rotunda  of  the  hotel? 

Mr.  Baker.  They  were  sitting  in  the  rotunda  of  the  hotel. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  had  a  talk  with  them  down  there  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir.  They  said,  "  We  will  go  upstairs  to  the 
room." 

Mr.  Healy.  You  had  no  conversation  with  them  at  all? 

Mr.  Baker.  Oh,  just  said,  "  Good  morning."  that  is  all;  no  conver- 
sation about  any  budnees. 

Mr.  Healy.  Had  you  talked  with  Mr.  Wiehe  that  morning  with 
reference  to  the  business  of  Cook  and  O'Brien  in  Chicago  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  had  not. 

Mr.  Healy.  Had  he  told  vou,  at  the  Union  .'Station,  or  at  any  otlier 
place,  that  they  were  in  Chicago? 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir;  he  had  not. 

Mr.  Healy.  The  first  information  you  had  about  their  presence 
was  the  information  which  you  received  at  the  office  of  the  Edward 
Hines  Lumber  Co.? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  When  you  reached  there,  it  was  about  what  time  in 
the  morning? 
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Mr.  Bakeb.  I  should  judge  it  was  somewhere  a  Uttle  after  10 
o'clock. 

Mr.  Healy.  Can  you  fix  the  time  more  definit«ly  than  that^ 

Mr.  Bas£H.  I  would  not  want  to  Rx  it  to  the  minute.  I  diii  not 
look  at  my  watch  to  see. 

Mr.  Healv.  "Who  was  it  that  gave  you  the  information  about  their 
presence  at  the  hotel  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  The  young  lady  at  the  telej^one. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  was  her  namef 

Mr.  Baker.  We  have  two.  I  would  not  say  which  one  it  was,  but 
I  think  it  was  Miss  Carroll. 

Mr.  Hbaly.  After  vou  received  that  information,  you  talked  with 
Mr.  Hines? 

Mr,  Baker.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  did  you  say  to  Hr.  Hines  and  what  did  he  say 
to  vou  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  told  him  that  Messrs.  Cook  and  O'Brien  were  down 
at  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel  and  had  telephoned  me  and  wanted  him 
to  come  down  and  see  them.  He  told  me  to  go  ahead  and  see  what 
they  wanted  and  let  him  know. 

Mr.  Healy.  Tiien  you  got  on  the  street  car — walked  over  to  the 
street  car  and  rode  down? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Healy.  What  is  your  recollection  as  to  the  time  vdu  arrived 
there » 

Mr.  Baker.  I  should  say  it  was  a  little  after  11  o'clock. 

Mr.  Healy.  In  the  forenoon ! 

Mr.  Bakes.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  had  no  conversation  with  Mr.  Wiehe  about  the 
matter  at  all;  vou  are  sure  about  that,  are  you? 

Mr.  Baker,  i  es,  sir — well,  I  do  not  remember  any  such  conversa- 
tion.    If  there-  wan,  I  do  not  remember  it. 

Mr,  Healv.  After  your  talk  with  Mr.  Cook  and  Mr,  O'Brien,  with 
whom  did  you  communicate? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  communicated  with  the  office  of  the  Edward  Hines 
Lumber  Co.  and  told  them  I  wanted  to  talk  to  Mr.  Hiues — to  have 
them  call  up  Mr.  Hines,  that  I  wanted  to  talk  with  him. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  conversation  did  you  have  with  Mr.  Hines 
about  the  matter? 

Mr.  Baker.  Over  the  telephone? 

Ml'.  He.\ly.  Yes. 

Mr.  Bakeb.  I  told  him  that  Messrs,  Cook  and  O'Brien  were  there, 
and  they  wanted  to  see  him  on  very  important  business. 

Mr,  Healy.  Did  you  communicate  to  him  the  character  of  the 
business  they  wished  to  discuss  with  him? 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir:  not  over  the  telephone. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  remember  anything  else  you  said  to  him  on 
the  telephone? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  told  him  that  Cook  and  O'Brien  were  in  a  very  great 
hurry;  that  they  wanted  to  leave  that  afternoon  to  go  to  Toronto; 
and  he  said  he  would  come  over.  I  think  that  was  all  the  con- 
versation. 

Mr.  Healy.  Where  did  you  go  then,  Mr.  Baker ) 

Mr.  Baker.  I  went  downstairs,  and  met  Mr.  Hines  in  the  rotunda 
of  the  hotel  when  he  came  over  from  the  bank. 
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Mr.  Healy.  "Where  did  you  telephone  to  Mr.  Hines  from  the  Grand 
Pacific  Hotel! 

Mr.  Baker.  I  telephoned  to  our  office,  and  had  them  call  him  up; 
told  them  I  thought  he  was  at  the  Continental  Kational  Bank,  and 
they  connected  me  witli  him  through  our  office. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  called  up  the  office,  and  the  office  called  up  the 
Continental  Bank! 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  got  Mr.  Hines  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  And  I  held  the  wire  until  they  got  him. 

Mr,  Healy.  And  the  message  came  back  to  the  office  of  the  Ed- 
ward Hines  Lumber  Co.  through  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel! 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healy,  In  what  part  of  the  hotel  were  you  when  you  talked 
with  Mr.  Hines  that  morning? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  v,a.s  in  the  room  of  Messrs.  Cook  and  O'Brien.  I 
do  not  know  which  room  it  was  where  this  conversation  took  plaoe. 

Mr,  Healy.  In  what  part  of  the  hotel  was  their  room  f 

Mr.  Baker.  It  was  upstairs. 

Mr.  Healy,  How  high  up! 

Mr,  Baker,  I  am  not  sure.  We  went  up  in  the  elevator.  I  am 
not  sure  whether  it  was  on  the  first  floor  above  the  office  floor  or 
the  second.  We  went  up  in  the  elevator  and  turned  to  the  right  and 
went  down  the  hall  and  then  turned  to  the  right  again. 

Mr,  Baker.  Who  were  present  when  you  were  talking  with  Mr. 
Hines  at  the  Continental  Bank! 

Mr.  Baker.  Mr.  Cook  and  Mr.  O'Brien  were  in  the  room. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  that  was  the  same  room  in  which  this  subsequent 
telephone  conversation  occurred? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes;  the  same  room. 

Mr.  Healy.  Was  Mr.  Wiehe  there  at  that  time! 

Mr.  Baker.  Not  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Healy.  Mr,  Cook  and  Mr.  O'Brien  heard  your  conversation 
with  Mr.  Hines! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  I  suppose  so.  I  do  not  know.  They  did  not  say  any- 
thing about  it. 

Mr.  Healy.  They  were  both  present  in  the  room! 

Mr.  Baker.  They  were  both  present  in  the  room, 

Mr.  Healy.  And  after  that  where  did  you  go! 

Mr.  Baker.  After  talking  with  Mr.  Hines  in  the  rotunda! 

Mr.  Healy.  Yes. 

Mr.  Baker.  I  went  back  upstairs  in  Mr,  Cook's  or  Mr.  O'Brien's 
room,  whichever  it  was, 

Mr.  Healy,  You  remained  how  long! 

Mr.  Baker.  I  should  judge  we  were  there  three-quarters  of  an 
hour.  That  is  only  from  memory.  I  do  not  know,  I  did  not  ti^e 
myself, 

Mr.  Healy,  Did  you  accompany  Mr.  Hines  to  the  Union  League 
Club  that  day! 

Mr.  Baker.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Healy.  After  you  left  the  room  of  Cook  and  O'Brien,  or  the 
room  of  one  of  those  men.  where  did  you  go! 

Mr.  Baker.  I  went  and  got  my  lunch  and  went  home. 

Mr,  Healy.  You  went  back  to  your  home!  -,  , 
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Mr.  Baksb.  Yes;  to  my  house. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  did  not  go  back  to  the  office  that  day ! 

Mr.  Bak£h.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kekn.  Where  did  you  take  your  lunch? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  do  not  remember.  I  think  I  got  my  lunch  at  a  res- 
taurant on  Adams  Street — there  somewhere,  but  I  do  not  remeniber. 

Senator  Kkbn.  Was  anybody  with  you? 

Mr.  Bareb.  Ko,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  When,  after  this  telephone  conversatioti  with  Spring- 
field, was  the  matter  first  called  to  your  attention? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  do  not  catch  the  meaning  of  that  exactly. 

Mr.  Healy.  After  Mr.  Hines  had  this  telephone  talk  with  Spring- 
field with  Mr.  Lorimer 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  When  was  the  matter  next  called  to  your-  attentirai  t 
When  was  the  next  time  you  thou^t  about  it  or  discuased  it  with 
anybody? 

Mr.  Basbb.  Oh,  that  was  after  the  testimony  had  been  taken  before 
the  Helm  committee. 

Mr.  Healt.  That  was  taken  in  March  or  April  of  this  yearf 

Mr,  Baker.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  It  was  approximately  two  years  aft«r  the  telephone 
conversation  occurred? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  In  the  meantime  did  you  talk  the  matter  over  yrith 
Mr.  Hines? 

Mr.  Baker.  Between  the  time  we  were  Uiere  and  this  testimony  ? 

Mr.  Healt.  Yes. 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  Or  with  Mr.  Wiehe? 

Mr.  Bakbb.  No,  air. 

Mr,  Healy.  Or  with  anybody  else? 

Mr.  Bakeb.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  Had  no  discussion  of  this  telephone  ctHiversatitm  with 
anybody  in  that  interim? 

Mr.  Baker.  Not  between  the  testimony  given  before  the  Helm 
committee  and  that  time,  that  I  remember  of 

Mr.  Healy.  Had  you  given  the  matter  in  your  own  mind  any 
special  thought  or  consideration? 

Mr.  Baker,  In  regard  to  the  Cook 

Mr.  Healy.  In  regard  to  what  wa.s  said  on  the  telephone  that 
morning. 

Mr.  Baker.  Not  until  after  or  somewhere  about  the  time  of  the 
White  conversation  before  I  ever  thought  of  it. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  that  was  in  April,  1910? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  do  not  know  the  date. 

Mr,  Healy.  \Miat  was  there  in  the  White  confession  which  turned 
your  mind  back  to  this  telephone  conversation  in  the  Grand  Pacific 
Hotel? 

Mr.  Baker.  Just  from  the  newspaper  talk,  that  is  all. 

Mr.  Healy,  Was  there  anything  in  his  confession  which  linked  it 
up  in  any  way  with  the  telephone  conversation  which  Mr.  Hines  had 
that  morning  with  Springfield  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Not  particularly ;  no,  sir. 
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Mr,  Healy.  When  you  read  the  White  confession,  what  was  it 
that  you  recalled  with  reference  to  the  telephone  conversation  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  It  was  a  general  talk  by  the  papers,  that  there  was 
money  raised  there,  and  I  think  in  one  of  the  papers  it  waspubUshed, 
something  about  some  prominent  lumberman  going  to  Springtiela 
with  a  black  bag  having  money  in  it. 

Mr,  Healy.  When  did  the  paper  publish  that  information? 

Mr,  Bakek.  Oh,  I  don't  know  the  date  at  all. 

Senator  Kern.  How  did  that  cause  you  to  think  of  the  telephone 
conversation!  There  was  nothing  in  the  telephone  conversation 
about  money,  was  tliere ! 

Mr.  Baker.  About  that  time  Mr.  Cook  had  been  getting  off  from 
the  string,  and  making  threats  around  through  the  country,  telling 
what  he  would  do,  etc 

Senator  Keen.  What  did  you  hear  that  he  said  he  would  do! 

Mr.  Baker,  He  did  not  say  right  out  what  he  would  do,  but  he 
said  he  would  get  even  with  Mr.  Hines,  and  talked  it  all  over  the 
country  that  he  was  going  to  get  even  with  Mr.  Hines  in  some  way  or 
other. 

Mr.  Hbaly.  Had  he  made  those  threats  to  you  ! 

Mr.  Bakes.  Yes:  he  talked  to  me,  well,  about  the  company  and 
all  about  it,  several  times.  Mr.  Cook  and  T  had  always  got  along 
very  well  together. 

Mr.  Healy.  Had  you  been  present  with  Mr.  Cook  when  Mr.  Hines 
was  present  at  any  other  time  than  this  one  conversation  in  May! 

Mr.  Baker.  At  different  meetings;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  They  had  had  a  number  of  meetings  about  that  time, 
had  thev  not! 

Mr.  l^AKER.  Xo;  not  about  that  time.     It  was  prior  to  that  time. 

Mr.  Healy.  Along  in  the  month  of  May.  190!)  t 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir, 

Mr.  Healt,  Or  April,  1909? 

Mr.  Baker.  No.  sir;  not  in  that  year. 

Mr.  Healy.  Were  you  present  at  any  time  during  the  month  of 
May,  1909,  with  Mr.  6)ok  and  Mr.  O'Brien  and  Mr.  Wiehe! 

Mr.  Baker.  Prior  to  the 

Mr.  Healt.  Prior  to  or  shortly  after  the  telephone  conversation 
that  you  have  testified  to! 

Mr.  Baker.  Not  that  I  remember  of. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  know  that  they  were  in  Chicago  during  that 
month,  quite  frequently! 

Mr,  Baker.  I  did  not.     I  was  not  there  a  great  deal  myself. 

Mr.  Healy,  Most  of  your  time  is  spent  witnout  the  city  of  CJiicago  f 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Healt.  You  are  interested  in  the  lumber  business,  pure  and 
simple,  are  you  not! 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  are  not  identified  in  any  way  with  any  political 
movement  in  Illinois! 

Mr.  Baker.  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  not  specially  interested  in  any  political  faction : 

Mr.  Baker.  I  have  always  been  a  Republican. 

Mr.  Healy.  Are  you  interested  in  any  of  the  factional  stnfe  in 
tiie  Republican  Party! 

_it»  Google 
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Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healv.  You  are  not  actively  interested  in  polities? 

Mr,  Baker.  Xo,  sir;  not  at  all. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  devote  yourself  to  your  lumber  business? 

Mr.  Bakeb.  I  know  very  little  about  politics. 

Mr.  Healy.  I  say,  your  time  is  concerned  and  occupied  with  your 
lumber  buaineas,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Healy.  Were  you  interested  in  any  way  in  the  election  of  Mr. 
Lorimer? 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  'When  your  mind  recurred  to  the  conversation  which 
occurred  in  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel,  did  you  try  to  fasten  in  your 
mind  or  to  refresh  your  recollection  with  reference  to  what  was  sa.id  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir;  I  did  not,  because  I  recollected  it  very  plainly. 

Mr.  Healy.  At  the  time  of  the  publication  of  the  White  story,  did 
you  have  any  distinct  recollection  at  that  time  with  reference  to  "what 
these  gentlemen  had  said  that  m<H7iing  in  the  room  of  Mr,  Cook  and 
Mr.  O'Brien  ? 

Mr,  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  did  not  then,  and  could  not  then,  recall  what  they 
had  said? 

Mr,  Baker.  I  did  not  try  to  recall  what  it  was. 

Mr.  Healt.  There  was  not  anything  unusual  in  that  telephone 
conversation  ? 

Mr,  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  There  was  nothing  unusual  in  the  fact  that  you  met 
these  gentlemen  in  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel  that  morning,  was  there  ? 

Mr.  Baker,  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  Tt  was  just  like  very  many  other  incidents  which  came 
into  your  business  life  eveiy  day? 

Mr.  Bakeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  He.\ly.  And  did  you  have  other  talks  that  day,  or  the  day  be- 
fore, with  other  men  in  reference  to  the  affairs  of  the  Edward  Hines 
Lumber  Co.? 

Mr.  Baker,  No,  sir.    The  day  before 

Mr.  Healy.  Well,  the  day  after  that. 

Mr.  Baker.  The  day  after  the  26th  ? 

Mr.  Healy.  Yes. 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes;  I  had  a  talk  at  the  Union  League  Club  with  Mr. 
Fred  Carney  about  his  himber, 

Mr.  Healy.  When  was  it  that  you  first  discussed  or  talked  about 
that  conversation  which  you  had  with  Mr.  Carney  and  Mr.  Hines, 
after  the  conversation  occurred  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  That  was  along  about  the  1st  of  June,  this  year. 

Mr.  Healy.  That  was  about  two  years  after  the  conversation 
occurred  ? 

Mr.  Bakmi.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healy,  And  in  the  meantime  you  had  not  talked  this  over 
■with  anybody? 

Mr,  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  Had  not  refreshed  your  recollection  with  reference  to 
it  in  any  way? 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 
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Mr.  Healt.  Had  you  thought  about  it — given  it  anv  consideration '( 

Mr.  Baker.  Not  imtil  after  I  saw  the  testimony  ot  Mr.  Funk. 

Mr.  Healy,  And  that  was  the  first  time  that  the  conversation  or 
the  incident  came  back  into  your  tnind  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  Prior  to  that  time  you  had  dismissed  it  from  your 
personal  consideration  and  bad  not  given  it  nny  special  attention, 
or  any  attention  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  No;  none  at  all. 

Mr.  Healy.  Is  that  true  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  HEAfcit.  There  was  not  anything  in  the  talk  of  Mr,  Funk  that 
momii^  that  wt»s  of  special  importance  to  your  mind  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Noysir. 

Mr.  Healy,  Wliei\the  "White  story  was  published  in  one  of  the 
Chicago  newspapers,  ^^'ith  whom  did  you  discuss  the  matter  of  this 
telephone  conversation  at  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel? 

Mr.  Baker,  No  one, 

Mr.  Healy,  When  was  the  first  time  that  you  discussed  it  with 
anvbot^  ? 

Mr,  Baker,  After  Mr,  Funk  testified, 

Mr,  Healy,  And  with  whom  did  you  talk  about  it  then? 

Mr.  Baker.  Mr.  Hines. 

Mr.  Healy,  Where  did  that  conversation  occur? 

Mr.  Baker,  t  think  at  the  office  of  the  Edward  Hines  Lumber  Co. 

Senator  Kern,  How  soon  after  Funk  testified? 

Mr.  Baker,  It  must  have  been  10  daj's  or  more.  I  was  not  in 
Chicago  at  the  time  Mr.  Funk  testified,  I  was  up  at  the  mills.  I 
did  not  see  his  testimony  until  after  T  got  back  to  Chicago, 

Senator  Kern,  Who  called  your  attention  to  it? 

Mr.  Baker.  It  was  talked  of  generally — talked  of  around  the 
office  there — about  how  he  testified,  and  by  several  parties,  I  think, 
on  the  train.  I  heard  some  conversation  about  it,  but  I  did  not 
see  the  testimony  until  after  I  arrived  in  Chicago. 

Senator  Kern,  Who  showed  it  to  you? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  could  not  say  that.  I  found  it  in.  the  paper.  A 
clipping  in  the  paper,  in  the  office  there,  of  the  Edward  Hines  Lum- 
ber Co. 

Senator  Kern.  An  old  paper?    That  is,  a  paper  10  days  old! 

Mr,  Baker.  It  was  a  clipping  out  of  the  paper;  yes,  sir.  I  do  not 
know  what  the  date  of  the  paper  was.    I  did  not  look. 

Senator  Kern.  Yon  don  t  remember  who  handed  it  to  you,  or  who 
called  your  attention  to  it  ? 

Mr,  Baker,  No;  I  do  not. 

Senator  Kern,  Was  it  Mr.  Hines? 

Mr.  Baker,  It  might  have  been;  I  could  not  say.  It  might  have 
been  some  of  the  other  people. 

Mr.  Healy,  At  that  time  you  had  no  recollection  of  the  telephone 
conversation  at  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  At  this  time,  when  I  first  saw  Mr,  Funk's  testimony? 

Mr,  Healy,  Yes, 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  connect  up  in  any  way  the  telephone  conver- 
sation at  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel  with  the  meeting  of  Mr.  Funk  in 
the  Union  League  Club  the  following  day?  ^o\c 
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Mr.  Baker.  Not  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Healt,  What  was  your  talk  with  Mr,  Hines  when  you  came 
back  from  the  mill? 

Mr.  Baker.  Mj  talk  with  Mr.  Hines  was  that  I  was  surprised  to 
see  Mr.  Funk.  In  the  fii-st  place,  I  said,  "  Is  that  the  man  we  met  at 
the  Union  League  Club? "  and  I  was  surprised  to  see  the  testimonj 
he  had  given,  after  he  seemed  to  be  so  pleased  when  he  met  Mr.  Hines 
at  the  Union  League  Club,  in  regard  to  the  election  of  Senator  L<or- 
imer. 

Mr.  Hbaly.  What  else  was  said! 

Mr.  Baker.  And  then  Mr.  Hines  wanted  to  know  how  we  came 
to  be  tiiere,  and  I  said  we  were  tiiere  on  some  business,  and  he 
wanted  to  know  who  was  there  with  us,  and  I  told  him  I  thought 
one  of  our  managers  was  there,  because  we  had  telegraphed  the 
manager  of  our  mill  and  met  him  there. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  Mr.  Hines  say  he  did  not  know  who  was 
there! 

Mr.  Baker.  Mr.  Hines  said  he  could  not  remember  who  was  there 
at  that  time. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  say  he  could  not  remember  that  he  had  been 
there! 

Mr.  Baker.  No;  he  could  not  remember  who  was  there  with  us. 
I  thought  it  was  Mr.  Whitten,  one  of  our  general  managers,  and  he 
thought  it  was  another  one  of  them,  and  found  out  it  was  not.  I 
was  Uien  going  to  Buffalo  and  Cleveland,  and  I  told  him  it  was  some 
lumber  deal,  and  it  might  have  been  one  of  our  customers  in  Cleve- 
land or  Buffalo  who  was  there,  and  he  told  me  to  go  and  see  them 
and  find  out  if  they  were  there  about  that  time,  which  I  did,  and 
tliey  said  they  were  not. 

Mr,  Hkaly,  Whom  did  you  go  to  see! 

Mr.  Baker,  Mr.  George  W.  (iynn,  of  Cleveland. 

Mr.  Healy.  WTien  did  you  go  to  see  Mr.  Gynn ! 

Mr.  Baker.  Well,  that  must  have  been  along  in  May  sometime. 

Mr.  Heai-y.  May  of  this  year! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  Who  else! 

Mr.  Baker.  I  inquired  of  Mr.  John  McLeod,  of  Buffalo,  and  I 
think  also  of  Mr.  Silverthom,  of  Tonawanda. 

Senator  Kern.  What  is  Mr.  Silverthom's  full  name! 

Mr.  Baker.  They  call  him  Ace — Mr.  A.  K.  Silverthom. 

Senator  Kbrn.  Do  you  remember  anybody  else! 

Mr.  Baker.  \o,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  And  Mr.  Whitten  was  the  other  name! 

Mr.  Baker.  Mr.  W.  H.  Whitten. 

Mr,  Healy,  You  asked  all  of  these  men  that  you  mention  whether 
or  not  they  were  present  in  the  Union  League  Club  in  May,  1909! 

Mr.  Baker,  No;  I  asked  them  whether  they  were  in  Chicago  any 
time  on  business  with  ns  any  time  between  the  26th  and  30th  of  May. 

Mr.  Healy.  At  that  time  you  had  no  recollection  of  the  presence 
of  Mr.  Carney  there? 

Mr.  Baker.  No;  I  had  forgotten  who  was  th««  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  did  not  remember  whether  Mr.  Hall  was  there 
or  not! 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 
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Mr.  Healt.  In  fact  it  was  your  recollection  that  it  was  Mr.  Whit- 
ten,  another  one  of  your  sales  managers.    Is  that  correct! 

Mr.  Baker.  Yea,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  remember  at  that  time  what  part  of  the 
Union  League  Club  you  occupied  when  you  were  talking  with  these 
men  and  trying  to  ascertain  whether  they  had  been  in  Chicago  or 
not  about  that  time? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  was  not  talking;  to  them  in  the  Union  League  Club. 

Mr.  Healt.  Noj  but  at  the  tune  you  were  talking  with  t£ese  men, 
Mr.  Gynn,  and  Mr.  McLeod  and  Mr.  Silverthom,  did  you  then  re- 
member, at  that  time? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes, 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  then  remember  what  part  of  the  Union 
Xjeague  Club  you  had  met  Mr.  Funk  in ! 

MT.  Bakeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Healt.  Did  you  remember  the  arrangement  of  the  men  upon 
the  sofa,  or  the  couch  1 

Mr.  Baker.  No;  I  did  not  remember  the  arrangement  of  how  we 
sat. 

Mr.  Healt,  Did  you  remember  what  time  of  dav  it  was? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes ;  we  g^ot  there  a  little  after  1  o'clock. 

Mr,  Healt.  Now,  did  you  accompany  Mr.  Hines  to  the  Union 
League  Club  that  dayt 

Mr,  Bakes.  I  did. 

Mr.  Healt.  From  where  ? 

Mr.  Bakeb.  From  the  office  of  the  Edward  Hines  Lumber  Co. 

Mr.  Healt.  Had  you  been  in  the  office  of  the  Edward  Hines  Lum- 
ber Co.  all  that  morning,  the  morning  of  the  27th  of  May,  1909? 

Mr.  Bakes.  Yes;  aft«r  my  arrival  there. 

Mr.  Healy.  About  what  tmie  did  you  arrive? 

Mr.  Bakes.  Half  past  9. 

Mr.  Healy.  That  is  your  usual  time  for  reaching  the  office? 

Mr.  Bakes.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  Was  Mr,  Hines  there?  . 

Mr.  Baker,  He  was. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  he  remain  there  all  that  morning! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  saw  him  from  time  to  time? 

Mr.  Bakes.  From  time  to  time, 

Mr.  Healt.  And  you  have  a  distinct  recollection  with  reference 
to  that? 

Mr.  Bai^eb.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  remember  anybody  else  whom  you  saw  in  the 
office  of  the  Edward  Hines  Lumber  Co.  that  morning? 

Mr.  Bakes.  Mr.  C.  L.  Hall. 

Mr.  Healy,  Anybody  else! 

Mr.  Baker.  Well,  the  general  help;  all  of  the  help,  some  40  of 
them. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  left  the  office  of  the  Edward  Hines  Lumber  Co. 
in  company  with  Mr.  Hines? 

Mr,  Baker.  Jlr.  Hines  and  Mr.  Hall. 

Mr.  Healy,  And  what  time  did  you  leave  the  office  of  the  E"dward 
Hines  Lumber  Co.  on  the  morning  of  the  27th  of  May,  1909! 
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Mr,  Baker.  It  was  just  a  little  before  1  o'clock,  I  should  say. 

Mr.  Healt.  How  did  you  go  from  there? 

Mr.  Baker,  In  an  automobile. 

Mr,  Healy.  Where  did  you  go  to? 

Mr.  Baker.  We  went  to  the  Union  League  Club. 

Mr.  Healt,  And  you  reached  there  at  whal  time  i 

Mr.  Bakee,  Somewhere — a  few  minutes  after  1, 

Mr.  Healt.  How  long  did  you  remain  there  that  day! 

Mr.  Baker.  Well,  we  might  have  been  there  three-quarters  of  an 
hour  to  an  hour.  I  did  not  take  the  time  we  were  there.  We  were 
there  quite  a  little  spell. 

Mr.  Healt.  Where  did  you  go  from  there  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  went  home  from  there. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  go  to  your  home  directly  from  the  Union 
League  Club  ? 

Mt.  Baker.  Well,  I  might  have  stopped  somewhere,  but  I  had  no 
other  business  down  town. 

Mr.  Healt,  When  you  left  the  Union  League  Club  that  day  did 
anybody  leave  with  you? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  Who  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Mr.  Hines  and  Mr.  Hall. 

Mr.  Healt.  Anybody  else? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  think  Mr.  Carney  went  out  just  ahead  of  me. 

Mr.  Healt.  Mr.  Carney  went  out  first! 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  then  you  and  Mr.  Hall  and  Mr.  Hinea  remained? 

Mt.  Bakes.  We  remained  there  and  talked  over  the  situation  a 
little  bit  about  the  lumber.  We  did  not  agree  with  Mr.  Carney  on 
that  day  on  the  price  of  his  lumber, 

Mr.  Healt.  You  three  left  the  Union  League  Club  together? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  Where  did  Mr.  Hines  go,  if  you  know? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  could  not  tell  you. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  see  him  depart  from  the  club? 

Mr.  Baker.  No.  If  I  remember  rightly,  Mr.  Hines  stood  in  the 
doorway  of  the  club  when  I  left  him  and  Mr.  Hall. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  vou  remember  his  automobile  being  there! 

Mr.  Baker.  Well,  I  do  not  remember  seeing  it. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  came  down  in  an  automobile ! 

Mr.  Barer.  Yes,     It  was  not  standing  in  front  of  the  club,  I  think. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  not  remember  it  was  standing  directly  -across 
from  the  club,  on  the  north  side  of  Jackson  Boulevard! 

Mr.  Bakek.  No;  I  do  not. 

Mr.  He.\lt.  Did  you  part  from  Mr,  Hines  and  Mr.  Hall  in  front 
of  the  club! 

Mr.  Baker.  Right  from  the  door  of  the  club. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  Mr.  Hines  have  his  liat  on  at  the  time?  Was  he 
about  to  leave  the  chib,  as  far  as  you  could  see! 

Mr.  Bakek.  I  would  not  say  about  that.    I  did  not  notice. 

Mr.  Healt.  Then  you  went  to  your  home! 

Mr.  Baker.  I  went  home, 

Mr.  He-u-t.  Now,  nftcr  you  had  had  this  talk  with  Mr.  Hines 
about  the  meeting  in  the  Union  League  Club  with  Mr.  Carney,  you 
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■went,  as  I  understand  it,  to  see  these  other  gentlemen  in  Buffalo  and 
Cleveland  and  Tonawanda? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  have  any  other  business  in  that  section  of  the 
country  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Mr.  He.ily.  But  incidentally  you  were  trying  to  ascertain  if  they 
were  present  in  Chicago  at  the  time,  and  if  possibly  they  might  not 
have  been  present  at  the  time  you  had  this  talk  with  Blr,  Carney? 
Was  that  your  attempt  or  your  effort  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  My  attempt  was  to  find  out  who  was  there  with  us  at 
the  Union  League  Club  at  about  that  time,  or  who  was  in  Chicago 
on  business? 

Senator  Kekx.  How  long  were  you  engaged  in  finding  that  out  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Oh,  I  was  on  a  trip.  I  did  not  go  expressly  for  tiiat. 
I  had  other  business  at  these  places  when  I  went  there. 

Senator  Kebn.  I  mean  how  long  was  it  until  you  found  out  it  was 
Mr,  Hall  who  was  with  you  and  Mr.  Cam^?  '        ' 

Mr.  Baker.  Oh,  I  found  that  out  when  I  came  home  about  the  1st 
of  June,  somewhere  along  about  the  1st  of  June  of  this  year. 

Senator  Kern.  You  did  not  know  then  until  the  1st  of  June  of 
this  year? 

Mr.  Baker.  No;  I  did  not. 

Senator  Kern.  That  Mr.  Hall  and  Mr.  Carney  were  there  in  the 
Union  League  Club  with  you  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  That  is  correct. 

The  Chairman.  How  did  you  learn  it  was  Mr,  Carney  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Well.  I  had  been  away,  and  I  came  home  and  Mr. 
Hines  spoke  to  me  and  he  said,  "  ^Vhy,  Charley  Hall  was  there  and 
Mr.  Carney,'"  and  it  came  to  my  mind  then  at  once  about  the  pur- 
chase of  this  lumber.  That  is  how  it  was  brought  to  my  attention. 
Mr.  Hall  seemed  to  remember  it  very  plainly  and  that  brought  it  to 
my  mind. 

Senator  Kern,  Did  you  remember  it  before  or  after  Mr.  Hall 
remembered  it? 

Mr.  Bakes.  After  Mr.  Hall  remembered  it- 
Senator  Kern,  Do  you  remember  who  remembered  it  first,  whether 
Mr.  Hines  before  Mr.  Hall  or  Mr.  Hall  before  Mr.  Hines? 

Mr.  Baker.  Oh,  I  would  not  say  about  that,  I  could  not  tell. 

Senator  Joneb.  Did  they  tell  you  how  they  found  out  that  Mr. 
Carney  was  there  ? 

Mr.  Baker,  Why,  Mr.  Hall,  as  I  understand  it.  said  that  Mr. 
Catney  was  there, and  Mr.  Hines  told  me;  he  said,  "  I  will  write  Mr. 
Carney  and  find  out,"  and  I  supposed  he  did  so. 

Senator  Jones.  They  were  not  sure  then  wh^her  Mr.  Carney  was 
there  or  not? 

Sir.  Baker.  Mr.  Hall  was  very  sure  of  it,  but  Mr.  Hines  was  not 
so  sure  of  it. 

Senator  Jones.  Even  though  Mr.  Hall  was  sure  of  it,  you  were 
not  sure  of  it? 

Mr,  Bakes.  Yes;  I  was  very  confident  in  my  own  mind  that  he 
was  there. 

Senator  Jones.  And  expressed  yourself  in  that  way? 

Mr.  Bakes.  Yes.  f-'  i 
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Senator  Kkrn.  As  soon  as  it  was  mentioned,  you  remembered.  As 
soon  aa  Mr.  Hall  mentioned  it  you  remembered  it  was  Mr.  Carney  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  As  soon  as  he  mentioned  and  told  about  the  wmivct- 
sation  being  about  the  lumber,  then  I  remembered  it. 

Senator  Kern.  It  all  came  back  to  you! 

Mr,  Baker.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  But  Mr.  Hines  was  not  satisfied,  and  he  wanted  to 
write  to  Mr.  Carney  about  itt 

Mr.  Baker.  He  wrote  to  find  out  whether  it  was  so  or  not> 

Senator  Jones.  Didn't  they  tell  you  they  had  looked  up  their  rec- 
ords and  found  out  Mr,  Carney  was  there  about  that  time! 

Mr.  Baker.  Not  that  time. 

Senator  Joneb.  Did  they  afterwards? 

Mr.  Baker,  Afterwards  Mr.  Carney  came  to  Chicaga 

Senator  Jones.  And  they  looked  up  the  records  in  Chicago  and 
found  out  he  had  been  there? 

Mr.  Bakeq.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  understand  they  looked  up  the  rec- 
ords in  bur  ofiice  at  all. 

Mr.  Healt,  At  the  time  you  and  Mr,  Hall  and  Mr,  Hines  were 
talking  about  this  matter,  did  you  have  any  recollection  with  refer- 
ence to  what  was  said  at  liie  Union  League  Club  conversation  at  that 
time! 

Mr.  Baker.  Do  you  mean  the  conversation  in  the  Union  League 
Club? 

Mr.  Healt.  Yes.    Or  did  you  discuss  it  between  yourselves ! 

Mr.  Baker.  In  regard  to  the  lumber? 

Mr.  Healt.  No  ;  in  regard  to  what  Mr.  Funk  had  said  and  what 
Mr.  Hines  had  said? 

Mr.  Baker.  It  was  not  discussed  after  Mr.  Funk  spoke — after  he 
left  there,  when  he  came  and  sat  down;  we  did  not  discuss  that  any 
further. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  misunderstand  me.  About  the  1st  of  Jime  of 
this  year,  as  I  imderstand  you,  you  had  a  talk  with  Mr.  Hines  and 
Mr.  Ham 

Mr.  Baker,  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  With  reference  to  this  Union  League  conversation? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  Now,  at  that  conversation  you  gentlemen  were  trying 
to  fix  and  determine  the  identity  of  the  persons  who  were  present. 
Is  that  right! 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  In  that  same  conversation,  did  you  talk,  or  Mr.  Hall 
or  Mr.  Hines,  about  what  had  been  said  in  the  Union  League  Club 
conversation  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Mr.  Hines  and  I  did,  but  Mr.  HaU  and  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  did  you  and  Mr.  Hines  say  in  that  regard? 

Mr.  Baker.  He  asked  me  how  I  remembered  that  conversatitm,  and 
what  I  remembered  about  it. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  did  you  tell  him? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  told  him,  as  I  remembered,  that  Mr.  Funk  seemed 
very  much  pleased  to  think  that  Mr.  Lorimer  was  elected. 

Mr.  Healt.  Tell  us  not  what  Mr.  Funk  seemed,  but  tell  us  what 
you  said  to  Mr.  Hines,  as  near  as  you  can  remember  it? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  said  to  Mr.  Hines  that  Mr.  Funk  came  over  and 
spoke  to  him,  and  said,  "  I  see  that  Mr.  Lorimer  is  elected,  and  I  am 
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glad  of  it,"  and  Mr.  Hines  said,  "  Yes;  I  think  he  will  make  a  good 
representative,"  and  he  said,  "  I  am  not  acquainted  with  the  Senator, 
and  I  would  like  to  be  introduced  to  him,"  and  at  that  they  walked 
off,  and  the  further  conversation  I  did  not  hear. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  told  that  to  Mr.  Hines  on  the  1st  of  June  ? 

Mr.  Bakbh.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  told  him  that  was  your  recollection  of  what  oc- 
curred in  front  of  the  couch  that  day? 

Mr.  Bakzr.  Yes, 

Mr.  Healt.  What  did  Mr.  Hines  say  in  answer  to  that  suggestion 
on  your  part? 

Mr,  Bakeb.  Well,  he  wanted  to  know  if  I  did  not  hear  any  more 
of  it,  and  I  told  him  no,  I  did  not,  that  was  all  I  heard. 

Mr.  Healt,  Did  he  tell  you  at  that  time  what  his  recollection  of 
the  conversation  was! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  No ;  he  did  not. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  else  did  he  say  to  you? 

Mr.  Baker.  He  said  that  we  would  go  down  to  see  the  attorney. 
We  went  down  and  saw  the  attorney. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  what  occurred  down  there! 

Mr.  Baker.  He  asked  me  the  same  question  about  my  recollection 
of  both  the  Cook  matter  and  the  Funk  matter. 

Mr.  Healy,  Was  Mr,  Hines  also  interrogated  at  that  conversation! 

Mr,  Bak£r,  He  was;  yes,  sir, 

Mr,  Healy.  What  did  Mr,  Hines  say  with  reference  to  his  recol- 
lection about  the  Union  League  Club  conversation  with  Mr.  Funk! 

Mr,  Baker.  I  don't  remember  that  he  said  anything  there. 

Mr,  Healt.  Did  Mr,  Hines  at  any  time  give  you  the  benefit  of  his 
recollection  of  that  conversation! 

Mr.  Baker.  Xo,  sir. 

Mr,  Healy,  You  have  never  heard  him  detail  or  recite  it! 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  Has  he  ever  told  you  that  his  recollection  agreed  sub- 
stantially with  yours! 

Mr,  B.vKEit.  2\o;  because  there  was  more  of  Mr,  Hines's  conver- 
sation than  there  was  of  his  testimony  in  the  paper;  there  was  more 
of  it,  and  therefore  he  did  not  tell  me  anything  about  that,  I  never 
linew  airything  about  that  until  after  Mr.  Hines  had  testified. 

Mr,  Healy.  He  never  told  you  that  your  recollection  of  that  con- 
versation agreed  with  his  memory  on  the  subject! 

Mr.  Baker,  Xo  ;  I  don't  remember  it  if  he  did. 

Mr.  Healy.  Was  there  any  suggestion  made  along  that  line  by 
him? 

Mr.  Baker,  No;  I  do  not  think  so. 

Senator  Kern,  Did  you  read  his  testimony  given  here  ? 

J[r.  Baker.  No;  I  just  read  snatches  of  it  in  the  paper. 

Senator  Kern,  Did  you  read  his  testimony  as  to  this  conversa- 
tion in  the  Union  Leagiie  Club! 

Xfr.  Baker,  No  ;  I  never  read  all  of  it. 

Senator  Kerx.  And  vou  never  heard  from  him  what  he  has  testi- 
fied to,  or  what  he  would  testify  to! 

Mr,  Baker.  So;  I  heard  from  some  other  parties  here,  after  he 
testified  here,  that  he  had  testified  that 

Senator  Kern,  I  am  just  asking  you  whether  or  not  you  ever  heard 
from  him  or  read  what  he  said!  ,  '-^iil'-" 
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Mr,  Bakek.  No. 

Senator  Kern.  Then,  does  it  occur  to  you  to  be  remarkable  that 
you  should  give  tliat  part  of  the  conversation  in  precisely  the  same 
words  that  Sir,  Ilines  gave  it  in?  Doe-s  that  occur  to  you  as  a  re- 
markable coincidence,  you  not  having  heard  him  talk  about  it  and 
give  his  version,  and  not  having  read  what  he  testified? 

Mr.  Baker.  Why,  I  do  not  think  so;  I  do  not  think  so. 

Jlr.  Healt.  Had  you  ever  met  Mr.  Funk  prior  to  tliis  Union 
League  conversation? 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  never  saw  him  before  that  time? 

Mr.  Baker.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  never  heard  of  him? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  heard  of  him. 

Mr,  Heai.y.  Have  you  ever  seen  him  since? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  Prior  to  the  time  when  he  testified  before  this  com- 
mittee ? 

Mr.  Baker,  I  met  him  here  in  the  hotel  before  he  testified. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  met  him  here  in  Washington? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healv,  And  you  never  met  him  after  that  conversation  and 
prior  to  the  time  when  he  appeared  before  this  committee  as  a  wit- 
ness! 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  you  never  had  any  business  dealings  or  any- 
thing to  do  with  himt 
^Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Mr,  Healt.  Now,  when  was  it  you  first  remembered  that  Mr. 
Funk  took  Mr.  Hines  by  the  left  arm  at  the  elbow,  or  near  the  elbow  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Well,  at  the  time,  soon  after  he  testified. 

Mr.  Healt.   Soon  after  who  testified  ? 

Mr,  Baker.  Soon  after  Mr.  Funk  testified  before  the  Helm  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  Healt.  After  Mr.  Funk's  testimony  was  given  before  the 
Helm  committee,  you  remember  that  he  came  up  and  took  hold  of 
Mr.  Hines's  left  arm? 

Mr.  Baker.  That  is,  he  was  up  there  and  took  hold  of  it,  and  they 
walked  off  together. 

Mr.  Hkalt.  When  vou  talked  with  Mr.  Hines  on  the  1st  of  June, 
did  you  tell  him  that? 

Mr,  Baker.  Yes,  sir;  I  told  him  that  before,  too,  I  think — before 
the  1st  of  June, 

Senator  Kekn.  Mr,  Witness,  do  you  want  the  committee  to  under- 
stand that  your  state  of  mind  was  such  that  you  did  not  remember 
that  Hall  was  there;  did  not  remember  that  Carney  was  there- — 

Mr.  Baker  (interrupting).  Not  until  after- 

Senator  Kern.  Wait  a  minute— and  were  searching  around  through 
the  country  to  find  out  who  were  there,  and  vet  you  had  a  distinct 
recollection  of  the  part  of  the  arm  of  Mr.  'Hines  that  Mr.  Funk 
took  hold  of?     Is  that  what  you  want  the  committee  to  understand? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir.  It  seemed  to  me  so  improbable,  what  he  said 
there  at  the  Union  League  Club,  compared  with  the  testimony  that 
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he  gave  in  Springfield — there  was  so  much  variation  about  it  that  it 
called  my  memory  to  it  at  once. 

Senator  Kern.  The  variation  was  so  great  that  you  remembered 
the  arm  and  the  part  of  the  arm  that  he  took  hold  oti 

Mr.  Bae£r.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kerx.  And  yet  your  memory  was  cif  such  a  character 
that  you  could  not  remember  who  were  present? 

Mr.  Baker.  At  the  time,  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  Where  was  Mr.  Funk  when  you  first  saw  him  that 
dav? 

Mr.  Baker.  He  was  coming  from  over  toward  the  elevators. 

Mr.  Healt.  How  far  from  where  you  gentlemen  siit  was  he  when 
you  first  saw  him  i 

Mr.  Baeer.  Oh,  I  should  say  about  6  or  8  feet. 

Mr,  Healt.  Ck)ming  directly  toward  you  t 

Mr.  Bakf.r.  Coming  directly  toward  us. 

Sir.  Healy.  What  was  the  expression  on  his  face,  if  he  had  any, 
special  or  unusual  expression  on  that  occasion? 

Mr.  Baker,  I  did  not  notice  any  unusual  expression. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  notice  that  he  was  smiling  when  he  greeted 
Mr.  Hines? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  did  not  notice  that  he  was  smiling;  no. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  reimember  how  he  was  dressed  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Is^o;  I  do  not. 

ilr.  Healy.  You  say  he  was  about  6  or  8  feet  from  where  you  sat? 

Mr.  Bakbb.  Yes,  sir;  from  where  I  sat. 

Mr.  Healt.  How  were  you  gentlemen  ranged  on  that  leather  ciiuch 
that  day  ?    Just  tell  us  the  order  in  which  you  sat  there. 

Mr.  Baser.  I  think  I  sat  the  farthest  down  on  the  couch. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  end  was  that — the  north  end  of  the  couch? 

Mr.  Baker.  At  the  north  end  ol  the  couch :  yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  Then,  who  sat  next  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  think  Mr.  Carney,  and  then  I  won't  say  whether  it 
■  was  Mr.  Hines  or  Mr.  Hall  that  sat  next.  I  do  not  remember  about 
that.  I  think  in  the  first  place,  when  we  first  sat  down  there,  Mr, 
"Hall  sat  next  to  the  end  of  the  couch,  and  Mr.  Hines  sat  next,  and 
Mr.  Carney  next;  and  I  think  when  Mr.  Hines  came  back  he  sat 
between  myself  and  Mr.  Carney,  after  he  came  back  again.  That  is 
my  memory. 

Mr.  Healy.  When  Mr,  Funk  came  up  and  greeted  Mr,  Hines, 
how  far  did  Funk  and  Hines  stand  from  where  you  sat? 

Mr.  Baker.  Oh,  I  should  say  3  feet — 4  feet,  maybe. 

Mr.  Healy,  Three  or  four  ftet? 

Mr.  Baker.  Not  over  4  feet,  anyhow. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  Mr.  Hinds  extend  his  hand  before  he  got  up,  or 
after  he  rose  to  his  feet? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  think  he  rose  to  his  feet  before  he  extended  his  hand. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  is  your  recollection  about  it  ? 

Mr,  Baker,  My  recollection  is  that  he  got  up  first  before  he  ex- 
tended his  hand. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  he  speak  before  he  rose  from  the  couch  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Did  he  speak? 

Mr.  Healt.  Yes. 
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Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  think  he  did.  I  think  he  rose  [ip 
first. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  is  the  first  word  you  remember  as  being  said  by 
either  of  those  gentlemen  that  day ! 

Mr.  Baker.  I  think  they  just  passed  the  ordinary  greetings — 
"  How  do  you  do ! " 

Mr.  Healv.  Have  you  any  recollection  about  it! 

Mr.  Baker.  Not  about  the  words;  no. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  think  that  that  is  about  what  they  would  do 
under  those  circumstances? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes;  naturally.  I  do  not  remember  that  they  did 
that. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  do  not  remember  whether  they  said  •'  how  do 
you  do,"  or  "good  afternoon,"  or  "hello"? 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir.  The  first  that  I  remember  was  when  he  spoke 
and  said,  "  I  see  that  Lorimer  is  elected," 

Mr.  Healt.  What  tone  of  voice  did  Mr.  Funk  employ  on  that 
occasion  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Just  as  you  would  and  I  would  in  talking. 

Mr.  Healy.  He  spoke  loud  enough  for  all  of  the  gentlemen  on  the 
couch  to  hear  what  ne  had  to  say! 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir ;  I  should  say  so.    At  least,  I  heard  it. 

Mr.  Healy,  Was  he  the  one  who  first  opened  up  the  discussion  on 
the  senatorial  question? 

Mr,  Baker.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy,  What  is  the  first  language  you  remember  his  using  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  He  said,  "  I  see  that  Senator  Loriraer  is  elected.'" 

Mr.  Healt.  Yes.  Did  he  not  say,  "  I  see  that  Mr,  Lorimer  is 
elected  Senator  "  ? 

Mr.  Bakes.  "  I  see  that  Mr,  Lorimer  is  elected  Senator." 

Mr.  Healt.  That  is  what  he  said  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy,  You  are  sure  about  that? 

Mr,  Baker,  Yes,  sir;  I  am  sure.    I  got  the  "  Senator  " 

Mr,  Healy.  It  was  not,  "  I  see  that  Senator  Lorimer  has  just  been 
elected"? 

Mr.  Baker.  Ob,  no;  because  he  was  not  Senator. 

Mr.  Healy.  He  had  been  Senator  for  a  day  then,  had  he  not,  so 
that  either  would  have  been  proper? 

Mr.  Baker,  Yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  was  the  next  thing  that  was  said? 

Mr.  Baker.  By  Mr,  Funk  ? 

Mr.  Healy.  Or  by  Mr.  Hines. 

Mr.  Baker,  Mr.  Hines  said,  "Yes;  and  I  think  he  will  make  a 
good  representative." 

Senator  Jones.  You  are  sure  he  said  that,  are  you? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  am  not  sure  whether  he  used  the  word  "  representa- 
tive."    It  was  something  to  that  effect. 

Senator  Jones.  Would  not  that  sound  rather  strange  when  he  had 
been  elected  Senator? 

Mr.  Baker.  That  he  would  make  a  good  representative? 

Senator  Jones.  Yes. 

Mr.  Bas£R.  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Jones,  Would  he  not  naturally  say,  "  I  think  he  will  make 
a  good  Senator?  " 
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Mr.  Baker.  He  mig^t  naturally;  I  would  not  say  that  he  did  not 
say  so. 

Senator  Jones.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  what  he  did  say  ? 

ilr.  Baker.  My  recollection  was  he  said,  "  I  think  he  will  make  a 
good  representative," 

Senator  Jones.  Did  he  not  say  that  he  ought  to  make  a  good  rep- 
resentative of  the  State? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  do  not  remember  about  that. 

S^mator  Jones.  You  do  not  remember  what  he  did  pay :  do  you  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir;  I  remember  that.  I  do  not  remember  of 
hearing  that. 

Senator  Jokes.  Do  you  remember  that  he  did  not  sny  that  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Xo,  ar;  I  would  not  swear  that  he  did  not  say  that, 
but  I  do  not  remember  hearing  it. 

Senator  Jones.  But  you  do  remember  that  he  said  he  would  make 
a  good  representative! 

Mr.  Baker.  That  is  as  I  understood  it. 

Senator  Jones.  I  do  not  want  what  you  understood ;  I  want  what 
you  remember  be  said. 

Mr.  Baker.  I  have  told  you,  I  say — ^"  I  think  he  will  moke  a  good 
representative  ■ " 

Mr.  Hkalt.  What  was  the  nest  thing  that  he  said.  Mr.  Bnker? 

Mr.  Baker.  Mr.  Funk  said,  "  I  have  never  met  the  Senator,  and  I 
would  like  to  be  introduced  to  him." 

Mr.  Hjealt.  Yes. 

Mr.  Bakes.  At  that  they  walked  off. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  Mr.  Hines  say  that  he  would  be  glad  to  nccom- 
modate  Mr.  Funk  in  that  respect  1 

Mr.  Baker.  I  did  not  hear  Mr.  Hines  say  that,  because  tliey  walked 
off  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Heai^y.  Was  it  then  that  Mr.  Funk  took  hold  of  ilr.  Hines's 
left  arm? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  walked  him  off  toward  the  exit? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Mr.  Heacy.  Did  he  push  or  press  him  gently  in  that  direction? 

Mr.  Bakxb.  Why,  no;  I  did  not  notice  whether  he  did  or  not. 

Mr.  Healt.  Could  you  see  from  his  action  that  he  had  anv  special 
pnrpose  in  view  when  he  took  hold  of  Mr.  Hines's  left  arm  "near  the 
elbow? 

Mr.  Bakes.  It  looked  as  though  he  wanted  to  get  where  we  did  not 
hear  him  talk. 

Mr.  Healt.  Yes;  he  wanted  to  talk  with  Mr.  Hines  in  the  absence 
of  you  other  gentlemen? 

Mr.  Bakes.  Yes;  but  he  did  not  go  far.  He  only  went  about  10 
feet,  and  I  did  not  pay  any  attention  because  I  did  not  know  who 
he  was  at  that  tim& 

Mr.  Healt.  You  say  yon  did  not  pay  any  attention.  Do  you  mean 
you  did  not  watch  them  after  that? 

Mr.  Baker.  Not  after  they  left  us,  not  after  thev  walkwJ  out  thfl^. 
I  did  not  try  to  listen  to  hear  what  thev  were  talking  about 

Mr.  Healt.  When  they  had  gone  10  "feet,  what  ditV  they  do- star ' 
still? 
Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Healt.  And  talked! 

Mr.  Bakeh.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Healv.  And  you  paid  no  further  att«ntion  to  them! 

Mr.  Baker.  So,  sir;  not  to  their  talk. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  j"ou  gentleman  sitting  on  the  sofa  contimie  the 
conversation  ivhile  they  were  cone? 

Mr.  Baker.  1  supi>ose  I  could  have  heard  it. 

Senator  Kern.  So,  no,  no.  Did  you  gentlemen  who  were  sitting  on 
the  sofa  continue  your  conversation!  Did  you  talk  with  eaoh  other 
while  they  were  out  there  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir;  we  did  not  talk  about  business  at  all  while 
the3'  were  there. 

Senator  Kerx.  Did  you  talk  about  anything? 

Mr.  Bakek.  Oh,  we  might  have  been  talking. 

Senator  Kerk.  But  were  you? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  would  not  say  that  we  were ;  no. 

Senator  Kern.  You  gentlemen  just  sat  there  and  watched  those 
two  men,  did  you! 

Mr.  B.\KER.  I  do  not  remember  whether  we  talked  any  at  all  whilo 
they  were  gone,  because  they  were  only  gone  a  couple  of  minutes. 

Senator  Kern.  Your  memory  is  vacant  as  to  what  occurred? 

Mr.  Baker.  Xo,  sir;  it  is  not.  I  am  confident  we  did  not  talk, 
because  when  Mr.  Funk  cnme  up  there  we  were  in  the  midst  of  dis- 
cussing the  value  of  the  lumber,  and  we  waited  until  Mr.  Hinei  came 
back  before  we  renewed  that  discussion. 

Senator  Kern,  You  remember  that  now,  do  you? 

Mr,  Baker.  Yes,  sir;  I  remember  that. 

Senator  Kern.  You  remember  that  you  were  in  the  midst  of  a 
discussion  concerning  the  vabie  of  Carney's  lumber? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  When  Funk  came  up? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Yet  it  was  a  long  time  before  you  remembered 
that  Carney  was  there  at  all  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir:  afterwards  it  passed  my  mind.  I  had  no 
reason  or  anything  to  remember  it  for— no  renson  why  I  should  re- 
member it — until  after  Mr.  Funk's  testimony. 

Mr.  Hbaly.  Did  you  watch  Mr.  Funk  and  Mr.  Hioes  as  they 
stood  some  10  feet  frc«n  where  you  sat  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  was  looking  at  them ;  yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Heai-t.  All  the  time  they  were  there? 

Mr,  Baker.  Yes;  I  think  so.  My  eyes  might  have  passed  around 
the  room :  but  I  saw  them  stop  there,  and  I  saw  Mr.  Hines  when  he 
left  to  come  back. 

Mr.  Healy.  When  they  were  standing  there,  which  of  the  two 
men  was  nearer  vou  or  nearer  to  the  couch  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Mr,  Hines. 

Mr.  IIrai-y.  Was  his  back  turned  to  you,  or  the  side  of  his  body? 

Mr.  Baker.  About  sidewise— a  little  sidewise;  kind  of  half  back. 

Mr.  Healt.  Could  you  see  his  face  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  couki  see  the  side  of  his  face;  that  is  all. 

Mr.  Healt.  Was  his  back  turned  more  than  his  side  toward  you  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  do  not  know ;  I  would  not  say  that  it  was, 

Mr.  Healy.  In  which  direction  was  Mr.  Funk  facing  while  they 
stood  there?  ,  .  i 
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Mr.  Bakeb.  He  stood  besides  Mr.  Hines,  and  turned  around  nearly 
in  front  of  him,  if  not  quite. 

Mr.  Healy.  Could  you  see  Mr.  Funk's  face  all  the  time! 

Mr.  Baker.  I  could,  if  Mr.  Hines  had  not  stood  between  us. 

Mr,  Healy.  Mr.  Hines's  bodv  intervened  between  you  and  Mr. 
Funk* 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Healy,  So  that  you  could  not  see  Mr.  Funk  at  any  time,  or 
see  the  expression  upon  nis  face,  while  they  wore  talking! 

Mr.  Bakek.  No,  sir. 

Mr,  Healt.  Is  that  right? 

Mr.  Bakeb.  That  is  right 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  they  maintain  that  same  attitude  during  the  few 
minutes  that  they  stood  there  talking? 

Mr,  Barer,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  They  never  changed  it? 

Mr.  Baker.  They  never  moved  at  all,  I  think. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  are  quite  sure  about  that? 

Mr,  Baker.  They  might  have;  I  do  not  say  they  stood  perfectly 
still,     No;  I  would  not  say  that, 

Mr.  Healy,  When  they  parted,  did  they  part  at  that  place  where 
they  had  been  standing  and  talking? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  How  did  they  part? 

Mr.  Baker.  Mr.  Funk  went  out — outside — and  Mr.  Hines  came 
back, 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  they  shake  hands? 

Jlr.  Baker.  N"o,  sir ;  I  do  not  think  they  did.  At  least  I  did  not 
see  them  if  they  did. 

Mr,  Healy,  Did  Mr,  Funk  have  his  hat  on  his  head  or  in  his 
hand  during  the  conversation? 

Mr.  Bakeb.  I  could  not  say, 

Mr,  Healy.  You  do  not  recall  that? 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  do  not  remember  whether  he  came  out  of  the 
coat  room  from  the  south  end  of  the  club  building  with  his  hat 
in  his  hand? 

Mr.  Baker,  I  do  not  know  where  he  came  from  at  all.  The  6rst  I 
saw  of  him  he  was  only  about  6  or  8  feet  from  where  I  sat. 

Mr,  Healt.  Then  Mr,  Hines  returned  to  where  you  gentlemen 
were  sitting? 

Mr,  Baker.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  While  he  and  Mr.  Funk  were  standing  there,  did  yoa 
gentlemen  discuss  the  interruption  in  any  way? 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 

ilr.  Healy.  Did  any  of  you  know  who  it  was  that  came  up  and 
talked  with  Mr.  Hines? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  do  not  think  so, 

Mr.  Healy.  Then  Mr.  Hines  came  back.  What  part  of  the  couch 
did  he  occupy  or  reoccupy  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  If  I  remember  right,  he  sat  between  Mr.  Carney  and 
myself  when  he  came  back, 

Mr.  Healy,  That  is,  you  changed  your  relative  positions  on  the 
couch  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes.  .)OQk' 
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Mr.  Healy.  Mr.  Carney  moved  up  toward  the  end  which  Mr.  Hall 
■was  occupying  i 

Mr.  Bakeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  HfiAty.  And  Mr.  Hines  moved  down  next  to  you ! 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  HuALY.  So  that  after  that  the  conversation  was  carried  on 
with  Carney  between  Hall  and  Hines! 

Mr.  Bak£R.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  H&Ai,r.  And  with  you  sitting  to  the  left  of  Mr.  Hines} 

Mr.  Baeeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  Mr.  Hines  tell  you  before  he  sat  down  on  the 
couch  who  it  was  he  had  been  talking  with  t 

Mr,  Bakeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  H&ALY.  He  stood  up  in  front  of  you,  did  he! 

Mr.  Bakbb.  When  he  came  up  he  said  before  he  sat  down  at  all : 
"  That  is  Mr.  Funk,  general  manager  of  the  International  Harvester 
Co." 

Mr.  Healy.  Yes;  anything  else! 

Mr.  Baker.  And  he  said : ''  He  seemed  pleased  with  the  election  of 
Lorimer,"  or  words  to  that  effect,  and  that  he  was  "  a  small  man  for 
a  large  position,"  or  "  a  large  position  for  a  small  man  "- — either  one 
or  the  other;  I  do  not  remember  which. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  he  said  all  of  that  before  he  reseated  himself  on 
the  couch ! 

Mr.  Baker.  Before  he  sat  down. 

Mr.  Healy.  As  he  stood  up  in  front  of  you  gentlemen? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  did  any  of  you  men  reply  to  that  statement  of 
Mr.  Hines? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  made  no  reply  at  all. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  did  Mr.  Hall  say ! 

Mr.  Baker.  I  do  not  remember  that  he  said  anything, 

Mr.  Healy.  Can  you  recall  what  Mr.  Carney  said ! 

Mr.  Baker.  Ko  ;  I  do  not. 

Senator  Jones,  "What  did  you  understand  Mr.  Hines  to  mean  by 
his  being  a  "  small  man  " ! 

Mr.  Baker.  It  was  a  large  position,  and  physically  Mr.  Funk 
was  a  small  man. 

Senator  Jones,  You  thouj^t  he  referred  to  his  physical  stature) 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes;  to  his  size,  he  being  a  smallish  man.  That  is 
the  way  I  took  it. 

Mr.  Healy.  I  shall  not  be  able  to  finish  with  this  witness  before 
luncheon,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  take  a  recess  until  2  o'clock. 

(The  committee  thereupon  took  a  recess  until  2  o'clock  p.  m.) 

AFTER   RECESS. 

At  the  expiration  of  the  recess  the  committee  resumed  its  session. 

TESTIUONT  OF  ISAAC  BAEEB— Continned. 

The  Chairman.  You  may  proceed,  Mr.  Healy, 
Mr,  Healy.  Mr.  Baker,  how  long  did  Mr.  Hines  or  Mr.  Funk 
stand  before  you  gentlemen  at  the  Union  League  Clubt 
Mr,  Baker.  Oh,  it  was  a  very  short  time. 
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Mr,  Hbalt.  About  how  long  ? 

Mr.  Baser.  I  should  say  maybe  two  minutes;  maybe  not  that 
long.    It  may  have  been  a  minute  either  way. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  Then  how  long  did  they  stand  near  the  doorway  of 
the  lounge  room  of  the  club? 

Mr.  Baker.  About  the  same  length  of  time;  about  a  minute  or 
two  minutes. 

Mn  Healy.  It  would  be  your  recollection,  then,  that  Mr.  Funk 
and  Mr.  Hinea  were  together  that  day  about  four  or  five  minutest 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes;  I  should  say  somewhere  around  there. 

Mr.  Healy.  Xot  longer  than  that! 

Mr.  Baker.  I  did  not  time  it.  I  could  not  say.  I  did  not  have 
a  watch,     Timepasses  quickly. 

Mr.  Healy.  Would  you  say  it  was  as  much  as  10  minutes? 

Mr.  Baker.  No;  I  snould  not  say  it  was.     I  could  not  tell. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  have  a  distinct  recollection,  then,  that  it  was  leas 
than  10  minutes  ? 

Mr.  Bauer.  I  should  say  it  was,  to  the  best  of  mv  ability. 

Mr.  Healt.  To  the  best  of  your  judgment,  It  was  about  five 
minutes! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  About  five  minutes;  yes. 

Mr,  Healy.  How  long  had  you  gentlemen  been  in  the  lounging 
room  of  the  club  before  Mr.  Funk  appeared  upon  the  scene! 

Mr.  Baker.  It  may  have  been  half  an  hour. 

Mr.  Healy.  Can  you  fix  the  time  more  definitely  than  that? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  could  not  fix  the  time. 

Mr.  Healt.  How  long  did  you  remain  thereafter  Mr.  Hines  came 
back  to  the  couch ! 

Mr.  Baker.  Just  a  short  time;  maybe  five  minutes.  It  is  all  guess- 
work,   I  did  not  have  my  watch  out,  and  did  not  see  how  long  it  was. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  had  been  talking  about  the  purchase  of  Mr. 
Carney's  timber  just  prior  to  Mr.  Funk's  coming! 

Mr.  Baker.  The  lumber;  yes,  from  his  logs. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  you  continued  to  discuss  that  after  Mr,  Funk 
left! 

Mr.  Bakkr.  Yes;  we  had  finished  up  our  conversation  that  we 
had  had  before  he  came. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  remember  what  your  conversation  was  about 
that  purchase  before  Mr.  Funk  came  in! 

Mr.  Baker.  There  was  a  difference  in  the  price  of  the  Norway 

Mr.  Healt.  No  ;  do  you  remember  the  conversation — ^not  what  the 
difference  was,  or  what  you  were  talking  about— but  do  you  remember 
what  was  said? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  By  whom! 

Mr.  Baker.  By  my^f  and  Mr.  Carney. 

Mr.  Healt.  AJnybody  else? 

Mr.  Baker.  Well,  the  others  stuck  in.  I  done  most  of  the  talking 
about  the  prices. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  were  discussing,  generally,  the  prices! 

Mr.  Baker.  The  prices  of  the  lumber;  yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  But  do  you  remember  any  specific  lang;uage  that  ai^ 
of  you  gentlemen  used  on  that  occasim! 
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Mr.  Bakeb.  There  was  some  talk  about— Mr.  Carney  thou^t  he 
ought  to  have  more  for  his  lumber  on  account  of  the  tariff.  I  did 
not  think  so. 

Mr.  Hbaly.  Was  that  before  or  after  Mr.  Funk  came} 

Mr.  Baker.  That  was  before. 

Senator  Kern.  Was  that  before  or  after  the  tariff  legislation  had 
been  passed? 

Mr.  Baker.  It  was  May  26  or  May  27 — May  26,  I  should  say.  I 
do  not  remember  when  it  was  that 

Senator  Kern.  What  was  said  about  tiie  tariff? 

Mr.  Baker.  He  thought  that  lumber  would  be  worth  more,  that 
they  would  get  more  for  the  lumber  in  Canada,  if  they  would  make 
free  lumber. 

Senator  Kern.  It  had  not  been  determined,  then,  as  to  what  the 
tariff  rate  on  lumber  would  be!~Is  that  what  you  understood? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  do  not  remember  whether  that  was  taken  up  or  not, 
about  the  tariff,  whether  it  was  passed  or  not. 

Senator  Kern.  This  man  Carney  was  afraid  of  free  lumber,  was 
he? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  What  did  Mr.  Hines  say  to  that? 

Mr.  Baicer.  It  was  not  argued  at  all,  about  the  free  lumber  or  the 
duty,  what  it  would  be. 

Senator  Jones.  Mr.  Carney's  lumber  was  in  Canada,  was  it  not! 

Mr.  Baker.  Yea 

Mr.  IIealt.  AVhy  was  he  afraid  of  free  lumber? 

Mr.  Bauer.  He  would  get  more  for  his  lumber  if  the  duty  on 
lumber  was  taken  off.  If  that  was  made  free  lumber  he  would  get 
a  better  price  for  his  lumbw  in  Canada  than  he  would  if  it  was 
not  off. 

Senator  Jones.  Then  he  was  not  afraid  of  that,  was  hel 

Mr.  Baker.  Afraid  of  the  duty? 

Senator  Jones.  Afraid  of  free  lumber? 

Mr.  Baker.  Oh,  no. 

Senator  Jones.  I  thought  you  said  he  was. 

Mr.  Baker.  Oh,  no.  I  did  not  say  that  Mr.  Carney  was  afraid 
of  free  lumber.    He  was  in  favor  of  free  lumber. 

Senator  Jones,  I  misunderstood  you  then. 

Mr.  Baker.  I  meant  he  was  in  favor  of  free  lumber. 

Senator  Josea,  You  do  not  remember  whether  the  tariff  bill  had 
been  passed  then  or  not? 

Mr.  Baker.  No. 

Senator  Jones.  You  do  not  remember  whether  you  were  talking 
about  the  bill  or  the  likelihood  of  its  passage? 

Mr.  Baker.  There  might  have  been  talk  about  that.  It  was  some- 
thing I  did  not  pay  much  att^tion  to  at  that  time.  My  mind  -was 
on  the  price  of  this  lumber.  I  did  not  pay  no  attention  to  the  tariff 
question. 

Senator  Jones.  You  remember  distinctly  the  othw  conversation, 
but  you  do  not  remwnbw  that  part  of  it) 

Mr.  Baker.  I  remember  distinctly  the  conversation  about  the 
price  of  the  lumber. 

Senator  Jones.  The  taking  of  the  tariff  off  of  lumber  or  leading 
it  on,  you  thought,  would  affect  the  price  ? 
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Mr.  Baker.  Naturally  it  would ;  yes. 

Senator  Jones.  Do  you  not  remember,  then,  that  part  of  the  con- 
versation where  vou  tfiscussed  the  effect  of  the  paesaee  of  the  tariff 
bill? 

Mr.  Baker.  No;  I  discussed  what  we  could  afford  to  pay  for  that 
iumber— what  it  was  worth  to  us,  tariff  or  not.  We  sell  a  ^reat  deal 
of  that  lumber  in  Canada, 

Senator  Jones.  You  did  not  take  into  account  the  tariff,  then, 
whether  it  was  off  or  not  ? 

Mr.  Bakek.  Xo,  sir.     I  never  have  taken  it  into  account. 

Senator  Jones.  Do  you  remember  in  that  conversation  whether  it 
was  said  that  the  tariff  did  not  make  any  difference  one  way  or  the 
other  i 

Mr.  Bakeb.  No;  I  do  not. 

Senator  Jones.  Do  vou  remonber  that  it  was  not  said ! 

Mr.  Bakek.  No  ;  I  do  not  rranember  what  I  said  about  it.  I  know 
that  he  wanted  a  dollar  a  thousand  more  for  the  lumber  than  we  paid 
for  it  the  year  before. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  he  make  that  demand  on  account  of  the  tariff? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  do  not  know  why  he  made  the  d«nand. 

.Senator  Kerk.  Tell  us  what  he  said  connecting  the  tariff  with  the 
price  of  the  lumber. 

Mr.  Bakrh.  He  said  something  about — that  with  the  tariff  off  the 
lumber  w&a  worth  more  than  it  would  be  if  it  had  the  tariff  on. 

Senator  Kern.  What  did  you  say  to  that? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  told  him  it  would  make  no  difference  to  us  mitch,  as 
we  sold  the  lumber  in  Canada,  and  we  would  not  get  the  benefit  of 
the  tariff  if  it  was  taken  off. 

Senator  Kern.  What  did  Mr.  Hines  say? 

Mr.  Bakhh.  I  do  not  know  as  Mr.  Hines  said  anything  about  it. 
In  fact.  1  done  most  of  the  talking  about  the  price  of  the  lumber. 

Senator  Jones.  Yon  are  sure  that  Mr.  Hines  said  nothing  about  the 
effect  of  the  tariff? 

Mr.  Baker.  He  might  have  said  it    I  do  not  remember  if  he  did. 

Senator  Jones.  He  was  very  active  in  the  discussion  of  the  tariff 
on  lumber  about  that  time,  was  he  not ! 

Mr.  Baker.  He  was  verv  much  interested  in  the  tariff  on  lumber. 

Senator  Jones.  He  woul'd  have  been  very  likely  to  have  said  some- 
thing about  it;  do  you  not  think  so? 

]Vfr.  Baker.  He  might.    I  do  not  remember. 

Senator  Jones.  You  do  not  remember  whether  he  did  or  not ) 

Mr.  Baker.  No;  I  do  not  remember  whether  he  said  anything  or 
not.  He  was  generally  talking  about  the  tariff  on  lumber  when  he 
had  a  chance.     [Laughter.] 

Senator  Jones.  There  was  a  good  opportunity  then,  was  there 
not? 

Mr.  Bakeb.  Yes;  he  might  have  said  somethmg  about  it.  1  do 
not  know  that  he  did  not. 

Mr.  HuALY.  You  say  that  meeting  was  on  the  26th  of  May  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  The  27th. 

Mr.  Healt.  In  answer  to  a  question  put  by  Senator  Kern  you  said 
May  26th,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Baker.  No:  the  27th;  the  day  after  Mr.  Loriiner's  election. 

Mr.  Healt.  How  do  you  fix  the  date  of  the  conversation?         , 
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Mr.  Basxb.  From  tlie  day  after  Mr.  Lorimer's  election. 
Mr,  Healy.  The  thmg^  which  interested  you  that  day  was  this 
attempt  to  make  a  deal  with  Mr.  Carney  t 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  That  was  the  thing  in  which  you  were  specially  in- 
terested? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  it  was  the  matter  that  you  had  discussed  before 
Mr.  Funk  came  and  after  he  left! 

]Sfr.  Baker.  Both. 

Mr.  HEALr.  And  there  was  some  considerable  difference  between 
you  and  Mr.  Carney! 

Mr.  Baker.  On  the  Norway  there  was. 

Mr.  Healy.  That  was  the  matter  that  engaged  your  attention  and 
occupied  your  mind  during  that  conversation,  was  it  not! 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir ;  that  is  what  we  were  there  for. 

Mr.  Healy.  The  coming  of  Mr.  Funk  did  not  attract  any  special 
attention  from  vou  at  that  time! 

Mr.  Baker,  ^ot  at  that  time;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  It  was  a  casual  maUer — ^his  coming  up  and  talking 
with  Mr.  Hines — was  it  not! 

Mr.  Baker,  I  conaidered  it  so  at  the  time. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  remembra'  other  gentlemen  coming  and  talking 
with  Mr.  Hines  that  day! 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hbaly,  Do  you  remember  anybody  dse  congratulating  him 
upon  the  fact  that  Mr.  Lorimer  had  been  elected  to  the  United  States 
Senate? 

Mr.  Bakeb.  No,  sir. 

Mt.  Healy.  Did  anybody  else  ccwne  up  to  him  that  day! 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  Was  that  the  only  interruptic»i  that  that  conversation 
suffered  ? 

Mr.  Baker,  That  was  the  only  interruption  that  we  had  while  we 
were  there. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  did  not  see  Mr.  Hines  talking  with  any  of  the 
other  members  of  the  club! 

Mr.  Baker,  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy  At  any  time! 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy,  Yon  are  sure  about  that? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy,  Did  you  meet  anybody  there  that  day  whom  you 
knew? 

Mr,  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  were  not  a  member  of  the  club! 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  A  man  might  have  come  up  and  talked  to  Mr. 
Hines  about  Mr.  Lorimer's  election,  and  you  might  have  forgotten 
about  it! 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir;  I  think  I  would  have  remembered  it,  because 
I  remember  very  plainly  that  there  was  no  other  interruption  while 
we  were  there. 

Senator  Kern,  That  is  distinct  in  your  memory? 
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'  Mr.  Bakxb.  Y«s,  sir ;  that  is  distinct  in  «ij  memory. 

Senator  Kern.  There  could  not  anybody  come  up  And  talk  -to  Mr. 
Hiaee  wil^out  your  bnowiqg  k  wbJJe  you  vece  sitting  iheref 

Mr.  Bakkb.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hkalt.  What  was  the  last  thing  that  Mr.  F.UBk  ofl-  Mr.  Hioee 
said,  just  before  they  walked  away  i 

Mr.  Bakkb.  The  lEist  thing  Mr.  Funk  said  wee  "  I  have  nevM*  met 
the  Senator,  and  I  woold  Tike  to  be  ictroduoed  to  hin^"  qt  seme 
words  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  HlUL,T.  What  did  Mr.  Hiuoe  say  ic  aoswdr  bo  that! 

Mr.  Baker.  They  walked  off,  and  I  did  not  hear  Mr.  Hinas  vepfy.. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  yon  not  remember  that  Mr.  Hines  ^aaid  tbwt  he 
vonld  he  g^lad  to  »oooDun«dRt«  him  in  that  reject } 

Mr,  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  You  have  no  recollection  oi  that  having  Iwea  aaidl 

Mt.  Bakbk.  I  hare  no  recollection  of  boarmg  Mr.  mnee  say  thaA. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  Where  did  these  men  stand  vith  refarence  to  tke 
place  occupied  by  Mr.  Hall  on  the  cowdif 

Mr.  Bakbr.  Wril,  he  would  be  closer  to  Mm.  I  should  say  tbey 
would  not  be  over  7  -er  6  teeL 

Mr.  Healt.  Thev  stood  right  in  frost  of  Mr.  HaU,  -did  they  aati 

Mr.  Baker,  lit  me£rat'ConTersatiool 

Mir.  Hbalt.  Yee. 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir;  a  little  to  Mr.  Hall's  left,  as  we  was  tacing 
them. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  who  was  it  who  sat  aest  to  Mr.  Hall  on  «he  left! 

Mr.  Bakek.  Mr.  Hines. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  then  Mr.  Caraeyl 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  then  yours^f 

Mr.  Bakeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hkalt.  How  long  a  «OHch  was  tbart,  iUr.  Baker ! 

Mr.  Baker.  It  would  hold  seven  or  eight  people,  anyhow.  I  guess 
it  must  have  been  10  or  13  feet  long.     I  never  measured  it. 

Mr,  Hbaly.  Do  you  remember  when  Mr.  Hines  addreesed  Mr. 
Funk  that  day  that  he  called  him  by  his  namef 

Mr.  Baker.  That  Mr.  Hines  called  him  iby  kis  sanei 

Mr.  Hbalt.  Yes. 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  do  not  recali  that! 

Mr.  Baser.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  Yon  do  not  remember  his  saying,  "  How  do  you  do, 
Mr.  Funk"? 

Mr,  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  knew  whether  he  did  so  address  him  or  not! 

Mr.  BAKzm.  I  do  not  kaov.  it  be  did,  I  -did  not  bear  him,  and  I 
heard  the  rest.    I  wouid  have  heard  him,  very  likely,  if  he  had. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  Whidi  haod  did  Mr.  Funk  take  to  take  hold  of  Mr. 
Hioee's  anai 

Mr.  Bakzb.  Which  hand  did  he  take! 

Mr.  Hbalt.  Yes;  which  hand  did  he  uset 

"Mr.  Bakcb.  He  used  his  ri^t  haed. 
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Mr.  Healy.  Will  you  tell  the  committee  where  it  was  on  Mr. 
Hines's  arm  that  he  took  hold  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  As  nearly  as  I  can  remNnber — I  did  not  notice  par- 
ticularly— he  just  reached  right  up  and  took  hold  of  his  arm  about 
like  this  [illustrating],  and  they  walked  off. 

Mr.  Healt.  Was  it  above  or  "below  the  elbow  i 

Mr.  Baker.  I  think  it  wag  above. 

Mr,  Healt.  You  think  it  was  above  the  elbow  t 

Mr,  Bakeb.  Yes, 

Mr.  Healt.  Does  that  fact  stand  out  in  your  recollectiwi  pretty 
clearly ! 

Mr.  Bakbb.  Fairly  so.    I  would  not  swear  positively  to  it. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  Do  you  remember  how  Mr.  Hines  was  dressed  tliut 
dav? 

Mr.  Bakes.  No,  sir;  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  jou  remember  what  kind  of  a  day  it  was;  what 
the  weather  conditicais  were! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Healt.  When  did  vou  hear  that  day,  or  when  did  you  first 
learn  that  Mr.  Cook  and  Mr.  O'Brien  were  in  townt 

Mr.  Baker.  On  the  morning  of  the  26th. 

Mr,  Healt.  And  about  what  time  in  the  mominfir! 

Mr.  Baker.  Somewhere  in  the  neighborhood  oi  20  minuter  after 
to  half  past  10. 

Mr.  Healt.  Who  was  it  with  whom  you  talked? 

Mr.  Baker.  Over  the  phone  i 

Mr.  Healt.  Yes, 

Mr,  Baker.  I  think  it  was  Mr.  G>ok. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  did  he  tell  you? 

Mr.  Baker.  He  told  me  he  wanted  to  know  if  I  would  not  come 
down;  that  they  wanted  to  see  me. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  he  tell  you  about  what  he  wanted  to  see  you  I 

Mr.  Bakes.  No,  sir. 

Mr,  Healt.  Did  he  make  any  inquiry  for  Mr,  Hinest 

Mr,  Baker.  No;  I  do  not  think  he  did,  at  the  time,  to  me. 

Mr.  Healt.  He  said  he  wanted  to  talk  with  you  ( 

Mr,  Baker,  Yes;  he  wanted  to  talk  with  me. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  he  ask  you  whether  Mr.  Hines  was  in  town? 

Mr.  Bakes,  Not  on  the  telephone. 

Mr.  Healt.  Nothing  was  said  about  Mr.  Hines  or  his  whereabouts* 

Mr.  Bakzs.  No,  sir.  ' 

Mr,  Healt.  And  Mr.  Cook  did  not  indicate  to  you  what  he  wanted 
to  talk  with  you  about) 

Mr.  Baker.  Not  until  I  got  down  there. 

Mr.  Healt.  When  you  got  there  what  did  he  tell  you! 

Mr.  Bakes.  He  told  me  that  they  understood  that  Mr.  Hines  had 
assigned  his  stock  to  Rudolph  Weyerhaeuser,  of  Cloquet — or  that 
the  story  came  from  Cloquet;  that  he  had  assigned  his  stodi  to 
Rudolph  Weyerhaeuser  to  vote;  and  they,  being  minority  stock- 
holders, wanted  to  know  where  thev  stood.  I  told  him  I  did  not 
think  there  was  anything  in  it  at  all,  because,  if  there  had  been,  I 
would  have  known  it.  They  spt^e  up  and  said:  "Now,  with  our 
stock  and  that  of  our  ftiends  and  Mr.  Hines's,  we  can  control  the 
company,"    I  says:  "I  do  not  know  anything  about  this.    I  will 
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call  Mr.  Hines.  I  know  where  he  is  and  I  will  call  him  ap  and  have 
him  come  over  here." 

Mr.  Healt.  And  you  called  him  up  at  the  bank! 

Mr.  Bak£b.  I  called  up  our  office,  and  they  called  him  up  at  the 
bank  and  connected  him  with  me. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  sa;  you  knew  where  Mr.  Hines  was  at  that  timet 

Mr.  Baksb.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you,  as  a  matter  of  fact? 

Mr.  Baksb.  I  knew  what  he  told  me — where  he  would  be. 

Mr.  Healt.  When  did  he  tell  jou  that  he  would  be  at  the  bank! 

Mr.  Baker.  He  told  me  when  I  was  talking  to  >iirn  at  the  office, 
when  I  called  him  up  and  told  him  that  Mr.  Cook  and  Mr.  O'Brien 
were  down  at  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel  and  wanted  to  see  me.  He  told 
me  to  go  down  and  see  them  and  see  what  they  wanted  and  call 
him  up  and  let  him  know  at  the  Continental  National  Bank. 

Mr.  Hjealt.  How  did  you  know  that  Mr.  Hines  was  at  the  Con- 
tinental National  Bank! 

Mr.  Baker.  Only  from  what  he  told  me — that  he  would  be  there. 

Mr.  Healt.  When  did  he  tell  you  that? 

Mr.  Bakeb.  He  told  me  that  over  the  telephone,  before  I  left  the 
office. 

Mr.  Healt.  Na  When  you  called  him  up  from  the  office,  how  did 
JOU  know  where  to  call  hun  up ! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  He  told  me,  when  I  left  him  in  the  morning,  at  the 
train. 

Mr,  Healt.  That  was  about  9  o'clock  in  the  morning? 

Mr.  Bakeb.  Yes ;  about  9  o'clock  in  the  morning. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  this  telephone  conversation  was  about  an  hour 
and  a  half  or  two  hours  later,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Baker.  About  an  hour  and  a  half. 

Mr.  Healt.  How  did  tou  know  he  was  at  the  Continental  Bank? 

Mr.  Baksb.  I  did  not  know  it  until  I  called  him  up. 

Mr.  Healt.  Tou  just  took  a  chance  on  calling  him  up? 

Mr.  Bakes,  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  tell  Mr.  Hines,  when  you  called  up,  that  Mr. 
Cook  and  Mr.  O'Bnen  wanted  to  see  him  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir;  I  told  him  that  they  wanted  to  see  me. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  was  your  purpose  in  calling  him  up  to  tell  him 
that? 

Mr.  Baker.  Because  I  acquaint  him  with  all  business.  I  knew  it 
was  some  business  matter,  and  I  acquaint  Mr.  Hines  with  any  of 
these  business  matters  that  come  up. 

Mr.  Hfalt.  So  that  you  thought  it  was  advisable  to  call  him  up 
and  tell  him  that  you  were  going  down  to  tallt  with  these  men  about 
a  subject  matter  of  which  you  had  not  then  been  advised ! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Healt.  Is  that  right? 

Mr.  Bakeb.  Yes.  sir. 

Senator  Kbbn.  Mr,  Baker,  you  were  a  buyer  of  lumber,  as  I  un- 
derstand ? 

Mr.  Bakeb.  Ye^  sir. 

Senator  Kebn.  Your  operations  were  confined  to  that  department! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  Ohjno.    I  sell  some  lumber,  too,  by  cargoes. 

Senator  Kbkn.  What  is  your  general  business!  .-~  , 
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Mr.  Baker.  My  general  business  is  in  charge  of  the  buying  of 
lumber. 

Senator  Kebn.  Who  had  char^  of  the  business  there  about  the 
e&ce  when  Mr.  Hines  wag  absent  m  Washington? 

Mr.  Baker.  Mr.  Barth  did,  at  that  time. 

Senatw  Kern.  Did  he  have  general  charge  of  the  office? 

Mr.  Bakeh.  He  had  eeneral  charge  of  the  office  and  the  sales  de- 
pertment.  No  one  at  that  time,  except  Mr.  Hines  and  myself,  had 
chai:ge  of  the  buying  of  large  amounts  of  lumber. 

Senator  Kbsn.  You  knew  Mr.  Cook  well? 

Mr.  Bakes.  Yea,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Mr.  Cook  knew  your  relations  to  the  BQnes  Co. ! 

M>.  Baris.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  He  knew  you  as  a  buyer? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Senator  Kerh.  This  hnsiness  that  Mr.  Cook  had  with  Mr.  Hinea 
did  not  relate  to  the  buying  of  lumber  or  the  selling  of  lumber 
atsU? 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  he  explain  why  he  called  you  up,  a  lumber 
buyer,  to  consult  you  about  a  matter  as  to  which  he  knew  you  had 
no  concern? 

Mr.  Baker.  Mr.  Cook  and  I  have  been  very  good  friencU  all  the 
while,  and  he  consulted  me  a  great  many  times  about  things  that  he 
would  not  consult  any  of  the  rest  of  the  Edward  Hines  Lumber  Co. 
about. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  he  inquire  for  Mr.  Hines  wheai  he  first  called  you 
up? 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  he  inquire  whether  he  wiB  in  the  city  or  not! 

Mr.  Baxeb.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  t«Il  Mr.  Wiehe  that  you  were  going  up  to  the 
hotel  to  meet  Mr.  Cook  and  Mr.  O'Brien  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  were  not  a  stoi^older  or  an  officer  in  the  Vir- 
ginia &  Rainy  Lake  Lumber  Co.  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Bakeb.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  had  no  stock  interests  of  any  sort? 

Mr.  Baser.  Not  personally;  no. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  say  not  personally.    What  do  you  mean? 

Mr.  Baker.  Well,  I  have  some  stoo^  in  the  Edward  Hines  Lumber 
Co.,  a  small  amount. 

Mr.  Healt.  But  you  had  none  in  these  other  companies? 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  That  fact  was  known  to  Mr.  Cook  and  Mr.  O'Brien, 
was  it  not — the  fact  that  you  did  not  own  stock  in  the  Virginia  & 
Kainy  Lake  Co.  ? 

Mr.  Bakeb.  Certainly ;  I  suppose  so.  I  do  not  know  who  all  the 
stockholders  are  in  the  Virginia  &  Bainy  Lake  Lumber  Co. 

Mr.  Healy.  When  you  got  down  to  "the  hotel,  you  told  Mr,  Cook 
and  Mr.  O'Brien  that  you  did  not  know  anything  about  it;  thatrou 
did  not  know  whether  the  stock  interests  of  Mr.  Hines  and  Mr.  Wey- 
erhaeuser had  been  pooled  or  not j  that  you  did  not  think  so  ? 

Mr.  Bakes.  I  told  him  that  I  was  confident  it  was  not  so,  but  I 
'    would  call  up  Mr.  Hines  and  find  out,  and  have  him  come  over  there. 
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Mr.  Hrat-t.  Your  recollection  is  that  Uiat  occurred  about  11  o'clock 
in  the  momiog! 

Mr.  Bakeh.  That  was  somewhere  a  few  minutes  after  11  o'clock. 

Mr.  HBU.r.  Had  you  been  advised  that  Mr.  Cook  and  Mr.  O'Brien 
were  trying  to  reach  somebody  connected  with  the  Hinee  Lumber 
Co.  before  they  called  you  up  on  the  telephone  t 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  HsALT.  Did  they  t«ll  you  when  they  want  down  there  what 
time  they  expected  to  leave  the  city? 

Mr.  Baker.  They  told  me  that  they  were  going  to  TorcHito  that 
afteroooa. 

Mr.  Hbaly.  On  what  train? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  thick  the  3.02  train,  if  I  remamber  rif^t. 

Mr.  Healt,  That  is  the  train  leaving  on  the  Grand  Tnmkt 

Mr.  Baker.  The  train  leaving  on  the  Grand  Trunk ;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  they  say  that  they  were  waiting  there  in  Chicago 
to  find  out  about  this  stock  deal  be£<H«  they  left  for  Toronto! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  I  do  not  think  that  was  particularly  talked  of;  that 
thoy  were  waiting  for  that.  I  do  not  remember  of  its  being  talked 
of,  that  they  were  waiting  particularly  for  that  Darticular  item. 

Mr.  Healy.  They  did  not  indicate  to  you  that  that  was  the  thing 
that  they  were  waiting  for  and  that  they  were  very  anxious  to  meet 
somebody  connected  with  the  Edward  Hin«8  Lumber  Co.  who  could 
tell  them  what  the  situation  was  before  they  left  for  Toronto! 

Mr.  Baker.  I  took  it  that  way,  althou^  I  do  not  think  they 
said  so. 

Mr.  Healy.  Then  you  called  up  Mr.  Hines  where!     At  the  bank! 

Mr.  Babee.  I  called  Mr.  Hines  up  from  the  room,  I  called  up 
our  office  and  told  tliem  to  connect  me  with  Mr.  Hines,  which  they 
done. 

Mr.  Healt,  What  was  your  talk  with  Mr.  Hines! 

Mr,  Baker.  I  told  Mr.  Hines  that  Mr.  Cook  and  Mr.  O'Brien  was 
there  and  wanted  to  see  him.  He  says:  "I  am  very  busy,"  I  says. 
"This  is  important.  You  better  cmne  right  over."  He  says,  "All 
right.     I  will  come  right  over," 

Mr.  Healy,  Did  Mr.  Hines  tell  you  what  he  was  busy  about! 

Mr,  Baker,  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  tell  him  what  they  wanted  to  see  him  about? 

Mr,  Baker.  I  did,  sir,  when 

Mr.  Healt.  No  ;  I  mean  on  the  telephone. 

Mr,  Baker.  No,  air. 

Mr.  Healy.  "Why  did  you  not  make  an  inquiry  then  and  save  Mr. 
Hines  the  trip  over  to  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel ! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  Because  I  did  not  think  it  was  business  to  talk  to  him 
over  the  telephone  if  he  was  busy  there.  It  would  take  up  too  mach 
time  in  the  first  place  and  then  I  thought  it  was  much  better  for  him 
to  come  over  and  see  them. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  could  have  ascertained  very  easily  what  the  stock 
eituation  was  by  a  simple  question  to  Mr.  Hines,  could  you  not! 

Mr.  Baker.  I  suppose  if  I  had  asked  him  I  could. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  conveyed  that  information  to  Mr.  Cook! 

Mr,  Baker.  I  might  have  done  so. 

Mr.  Healy.  But  you  did  not  do  that ! 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir.  Dig  izedbyGoO^Ie 
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Mr.  Healt,  You  thought  it  was  sufficiently  important  to  take  Mr. 
Hines  away  from  his  other  business  and  bring  him  over  there ! 

Mr.  Bakek.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  While  you  were  at  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel,  did  you 
communicate  with  Mr.  Wiehe  in  any  way! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  Or  he  with  you  t 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir.    Not  until  he  came  there  in  the  ro<»n. 

Mr.  Healy.  Yes.    I  mean  before  he  arrived  at  the  hotel. 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  How  long  were  you  in  the  room,  in  Mr.  Cook's  or  Mr. 
O'Brien's  room  before  the  telephone  conversation  occurred! 

Mr.  Baker.  From  my  first  arrival  there,  do  you  mean! 

Mr,  Healt.  Yes, 

Mr.  Bakeb.  It  must  have  been  over  half  an  hour. 

Senator  Kmas.  How  long  after  Mr.  Hines's  arrival! 

Mr.  Bakek.  I  should  say  maybe  10  minutes. 

Senator  Kebn.  How  long  after  Mr.  Wiehe's  arrival! 

Mr.  Baker.  Let  me  see.  No.  It  was  longer  than  that,  because  Mr. 
Hiues  was  about  SO  minutes.  He  came  over  there  somewhere  about 
20  minutes  after  11,  if  I  remember  right. 

Mr.  Wiehe  arrived  there  about  half  past  11,  and  Mr.  Hines  about 
20  minutes  past  11.  After  Mr,  Wiehe  arrived  there,  it  was  maybe  10 
minutes  J  I  did  not  time  it,  but  it  waa  some  few  minutes.  We  talked 
quite  a  little  while  before  the  telephone  rang. 

Mr.  Healt.  Who  went  to  the  telephone! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  Mr.  Cook. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  say  that  Mr.  Hines  arrived  there  20  minutes 
pastil* 

Mr.  Bakeb.  Somewhere  about  that 

Mr.  Healt.  Was  it  before  or  after  that  time! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  I  could  not  say.  I  did  not  take  my  watch  out  to  see 
the  exact  time. 

Mr.  Healt.  How  do  you  fix  the  time  so  precisely,  after  the  lapse 
of  so  much  time! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  I  do  not  fix  it  precisely.  I  say  about  20  minutes,  in 
my  judgment,  from  the  time  I  judge  we  were  there. 

Mr.  Healt.  Might  it  have  been  oefore  11  o'clock! 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir;  I  could  not  have  gotten  down  tliere  before 
11  o'clock. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  are  sure  it  was  after  11  o'clock ! 

Mr.  Bakek.  Yes,,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  How  is  your  recollection  with  reference  to  whether  he 
came  before  half  past  11  or  not! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  Because  I  do  not  think  I  had  been  there  any  such 
length  of  time. 

Mr.  Healy,  What  did  Mr.  Cook  say  on  the  telephone,  when  he 
went  to  the  wire ! 

Mr.  Baker.  He  turned  around — after  the  telephone  rang  he  went 
to  the  telephone. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  remember  what  he  said! 

Mr.  Baker.  He  said  to  llr.  Hines,  "  They  want  you  on  the  tele- 
phone." 

Mr,  Healy.  Do  you  remember  anything  he  said  before  that! 
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Mr.  Bakeh.  About  the  telephone ! 

Mr.  Hbalt.  Yes. 

Mr.  Bakeh.  Kot  a  thing  at  all. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  did  not  hear  him  mention  any  name! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hraly.  Tell  us  what  occurred. 

Mr.  Baker.  And  Mr.  Hines  went  to  the  telephone. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  Where  was  Mr.  Hines  at  the  time  Mr.  Cook  called 
him* 

Mr.  Baker.  Mr.  Hines  was  sitting  at  the  table  along  with  Mr. 
Wiehe,  Mr.  O'Brien,  and  myself  at  the  time  that  Mr.  Q>ok  was  at 
the  telephone. 

Mr.  Healy.  Where  was  he  sitting  with  reference  to  where  you  sat 
at  the  table) 

Mr.  Baker.  He  sat  right  opposite  to  me. 

Mr.  Healt.  Who  sat  right  next  to  him! 

Mr.  Bakes.  Mr.  Cook. 

Mr.  Healt.  Who  sat  next  to  you? 

Mr.  Baker.  Mr.  Wiehe  sat  next,  between  Mr.  O'Brien  and  I.  Mr. 
O'Brien  sat  at  the  farther  end  of  the  table,  away  from  the  telephone. 

Mr.  Healt.  When  was  it  you  first  remembered  the  location  of 
these  different  gentlemen  in  that  room  that  morning? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  stated  this  morning  that  it  was  after  the  White 
affair;  but  it  was  after  Mr.  Cook's  testifying  at  the  Helm  committee. 

Mr.  Healt.  About  two  years  later! 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  About  two  years  after  the  happening  of  the  incident 
in  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel ! 

Mr.  Bakes.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  had  not  tried  to  fix  in  your  mind  prior  to  that  the 
location  of  the  different  men  around  the  table,  had  you  ? 

Mr.  Bakes.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  the  first  time  you  gave  it  any  thought  or  consid- 
eration was  after  the  testimony  given  at  Springfield  ?  ^ 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  By  Mr.  Cook? 

Mr.  Baker.  YeSj  sir, 

Mr.  Healt.  Which  was  some  time  in  April,  1911? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  think  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  remember  the  day  he  testified  ? 

Mr.  Bakes.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  remember  the  date  he  testified. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  anybody  aid  you  in  fixing  the  location  of  you 
different  men  around  that  table! 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  air. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  talk  about  it  with  anybody! 

Mr.  Baker.  We  have  talked  it  over ;  yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  With  whom! 

Mr.  Bakes.  I  have  talked  it  over  with  the  attorneys  here. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  attorneys! 

Mr.  Bakes.  Mr,  Hynes  and  Judge  Farrar  and,  I  think,  there  waa 
Mr,  Herrick,  of  Chicago. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  talk  it  over  with  them  more  than  once! 

Mr.  Bakes.  I  talked  with  Mr.  Hynes  twice,  but  with  the  others 
only  once. 
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Mr.  Hbai/T.  When  you  talked  with  those  gentlemen  you  gave  them 
your  recollection  of  the  manner  in  which  those  men  were  seated 
around  that  table;  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Bakzr.  I  think  so.  I  would  not  say  for  sure  whether  I  gave 
it  to  Sfr.  Hynes  first  or  not, 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  not  you  remember  what  you  said  to  him  very  re- 
cently with  reference  to  it? 

Mr.  Baker.  Very  recently? 

Mr.  Healt.  Yes. 

Mr,  Bakes.  Not  since  I  have  been  here  in  WashinetMt, 

Mr.  Healt.  All  these  conversations  with  cowisel  have  occurred 
since  April,  1911,  have  they  not? 

Mr.  Bakes.  Yes.    It  occurred  in  the  montli  of  June, 

Mr.  Hbaly.  In  the  month  of  June,  1911  ? 

Mr.  Bakeh,  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  How  many  times  have  you  talked  about  it  with  coun- 
sel or  with  anybody  else? 

Mr,  Bakes.  Twice,  I  think. 

Mr,  Healt.  And  once  in  Chicago? 

Mr,  Baker.  No;  twice  in  Chicago. 

Mr,  Hkalt,  With  whom  were  those  conversations? 

Mr,  Bakeb.  The  first  was  with  W.  J.  Hynes. 

Mr,  Healt.  Who  else? 

Mr,  Baker.  Mr.  Edward  Hines,  Mr.  Charles  Hall,  and  C.  F. 
Wiehe. 

Mr.  Healt.  How  long  did  the  first  conversation  last? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  do  not  know.    Maybe  half  an  hour. 

Mr.  Healt.  During  that  conversation,  did  yon  give  your  recol- 
lection of  what  occurred  in  Mr.  Cook's  room  that  mornmg.? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  think  I  did,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  the  other  gentlemen  who  were  present  also  give 
their  recollection  of  what  occurred? 

Mr.  Bakes.  I  do  not  think  Mr,  Wiehe 

Mr.  Healt.  In  your  presence? 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  think  Mr.  Wiehe  did. 
■    Mr.  Healy,  How  about  Mr,  Hines? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  do  not  remember  that  he  did, 

Mr.  Healy.  Then  your  recollection  is  that  at  this  conversation  in 
June,  1911,  the  only  person  who  gave  his  recollection  of  what  oc- 
curred in  Mr.  Cook's  room  that  morning  was  j'ourself  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  how  about  the  second  convei-sation  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  The  second  conversation  about  what? 

Mr.  Healy.  About  what  occurred  in  that  room  that  morning? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  would  not  say  that  we  discussed  how  we  sat  at  the 
table  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Heali:,  Did  you  discuss  anything  else  with  reference  to  what 
happened  in  that  room? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes;  we  discussed  what  was  said  there  in  that  room. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  give  your  recollection  of  what  the  conversa- 
tion was? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  did,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  the  other  gentlemen  ? 

Mr.  Baker,  Mr.  Wiehe  was  not  there  at  the  second  conversation. 
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Mr.  Hbalt.  Then  he  did  not  give  his  recollection! 

Mr.  Hakeh.  Not  there. 

Mr.  Healt.  Was  Mr.  Hinea  there  on  the  second  occasion  ? 

Mr.  Bakeb.  Yea. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  Mr.  Hines  tell  you  what  his  recollection  of  the 
telephone  conversation  was ) 

Mr.  Baebb.  We  have  had  some  talk.  I  would  not  say  whether  he 
did  it  there  at  that  time  or  not. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  Do  not  yon  remember  what  he  said  on  that  seconil 
occasion  ? 

Mr.  Bakeb.  No;  I  do  not  remember  that  Mr.  Uioes  said  anytliing 
there.    I  have  talked  with  Mr.  Hines  several  times  about  this  thing. 

Mr.  Healt.  At  any  of  the  conversations  which  you  had  with  Mr. 
Hines,  has  he  given  or  attempted  to  give  you  bis  recollection  of  the 
telephone  conversation  in  Mr.  Cook's  room  that  morning? 

Mr.  Baeer.  I  think  he  has. 

Mr.  Healt.  When* 

Mr.  Bakeb.  I  could  not  place  the  date;  sometime  between  the  time. 
Mr.  Cook  testified  and  the  present  time. 

Mr.  Healt.  Where  did  tnat  occur! 

Mr.  Baker.  I  conld  not  say  where  that  occurred. 

Mr.  Healt.  In  Chicago! 

Mr.  Baser.  It  nj^ght  nave  been  in  Chicago. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  In  TS^^ington! 

Mr.  Baker.  He  might  have  dme  it  in  Washin^n,  too. 

Mr.  HxAiiT.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  the  time  when  Mr.  Hines 
gave  his  version  of  what  occurred  in  Mr.  Cook's  room  that  morning! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  The  first  time  we  had  the  talk  with  Mr.  Hines,  it  was 
sometime  shortly  after  Mr.  Cook  testified. 

Mr,  Healy.  Did  you  remember  where  that  was! 

Mr.  Baker.  I  think  it  was  in  Chicago,  in  our  office. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  remwnber  what  Mr.  Hines  said  to  you  on  th&t 
occasion ! 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  Can  you  remember  anything  Uiat  he  said  to  yon  at 
that  time! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  No;  I  do  not  remember  anything  particular  that  he 
said  about  it. 

Mr.  Healt.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  Mr.  Hines  informing 
you  at  any  time  his  version  of  the  telephone  conversation  in  the 
Grand  Pacific  Hotel  on  the  morning  of  May  26, 1909! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  Where! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  I  think  we  talked  it  over  once  on  going  out — I  remem- 
ber now ;  I  went  out  home  with  him  one  night  in  his  automobile,  to  . 
Evanston,  and  he  talked  it  over  with  me  there. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  did  he  say  on  that  occasion ! 
'  Mr.  Baker.  We  talked  it  over.     He  asked  me  what  I  understood 
the  conversation  was,  and  I  told  him. 

Mr.  Healy.  Yes. 

Mr.  Baker.  He  did  not  contradict  me,  or  he  did  not  mi^e  any  sug< 
■gestions  to  me. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  he  tell  you  that  that  was  his  recollection  of  the 
conversation ! 
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Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not  think  he  ever  used  those  words. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  Then  do  I  understand  you  correctly  that  Jlr.  Hines 
never  at  any  time  had  given  you  his  version  of  that  conversation  ? 

Mr,  Baker.  No,  sir;  ne  asKed  me  my  version  of  it 

Mr.  Healt.  But  he  never  told  you  what  he  recalled  about  it! 

Mr.  Bakes.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  Have  you  ever  tal^d  with  Mr.  Wiehe  about  it? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  Has  Mr,  Wiehe  ever  given  you  his  version  of  the 
conversation  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  He  gave  me  some  version  about  how  it  came  that  Mr. 
Cook  called  them  up  the  day  before  we  got  there. 

Mr.  Healt.  Called  up  wnomf 

Mr.  Baker.  Called  up  Mr.  Wiehe;  wanted  to  find  out  where  Mr. 
Hines  was  and  said  that  he  wanted  to  see  him. 

Mr.  Healt.  That  was  on  the  25th  of  May! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  did  Mr.  Wiehe  tell  you  about  that! 

Mr.  Baker.  He  told  me  as  he  imderstood  the  conversation  and 
about  the  location  of  the  room,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  Healy,  Did  he  tell  you  that  Mr.  Cook  and  Mr,  O'Brien  wer« 
looking  for  Mr.  Hines  on  the  25th  of  May? 

Mr.  Baker.  He  has  told  me  since  that  time,  but  he  did  not  tell 
me  before. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  was  it  he  told  you  about  that? 

Mr.  Baker.  He  told  me  that  they  called  him  up  and  wanted  to  see 
Mr.  Hines. 

Mr.  Healt.  Wliat  else  did  he  say? 

Mr.  Bakeb.  And  I  said, "  That  ia  how  you  came  to  come  down  theiv 
on  the  26th  of  May  { 

Mr.  Healt.  How  is  that? 

Mr.  Bakeb.  I  asked  him  if  that  was  how  he  came  to  come  down 
to  the  room  on  the  26th,  and  he  told  me  it  was. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  else  did  he  say  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  do  not  remember  any  more  conversations. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  he  inform  you  that  he  told  Cook  and  O'Sriei 
that  Mr.  Hines  would  be  back  the  next  day  from  Washington? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  do  not  remember  his  telling  me  that. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  do  not  recall  that. 

Mr.  Baker.  No. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  Mr.  Wiehe  at  any  time  tell  you  what  his  recol- 
lection of  that  telephone  conversation  was? 

Mc.  Baker.  We  have  talked  some  about  it;  yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  When  did  you  talk  about  it? 

Mr.  Baker.  Within  the  last  two  or  three  weeks. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  was  it  he  told  you  in  regard  to  it. 

Mr.  Baker.  He  told  me  that  he  understood  the  conversation  about 
as  I  had. 

Mr.  Healy.  That  he  understood  the  conversation  about  as  you  had. 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  told  him  then  what  your  recollection  was! 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes, 

Mr.  Healy.  Is  that  right? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 
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Mr.  Healt.  Haye  you  read  Mr.  Hines's  testimony  ? 

Mr.  Bakeb.  I  have  not, 

Mr.  Healt.  Has  anybody  called  your  attention  to  his  testimony  t 

Mr.  Bakeh.  No,  sir;  not  m  regard 

Mr.  Healy.  Have  you  talked  with  Miss  Carroll,  the  talephone 
operator  of  the  Hines  Lumber  Co.,  at  any  time  about  the  matter) 

Mr.  Baker.  You  mean  since  £^e  testified  1 

Mr.  Hbalt.  At  any  time. 

Mr.  Bakeb.  I  ftsked  her  once  about  it  She  told  me  she  heard  (he 
conversation. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  When  did  you  ask  her  about  it? 

Mr.  Baker.  That  was  here  within  the  last  month  or  ^z  weeks. 

Mr.  Healt.  In  Washington) 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  she  tell  you  what  she  remembered  about  the  con- 
versation ) 

Mr.  Bakek.  Ko;  she  did  not. 

Mr,  Healt.  Did  you  tell  her  your  recollection  of  it? 

Mr.  Bakeb.  No. 

Mr.  Healt.  Have  you  read  her  testimony? 

Mr,  Baker.  I  have  not. 

Mr,  Healt.  Then,  the  only  person  who  has  given  you  his  recollec- 
tion of  that  telephone  conversation  is  Mr.  Wiehe,  and  he  stated  in 
substance  that  his  recollection  was  substantially  the  same  as  yours. 
Is  that  correct  ?  ■ 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes ;  substantially  the  same  as  mine. 

Mr.  Healt.  I  wish  you  would  repeat  again,  if  you  will,  what  was 
said  on  the  telephone  that  morning. 

Mr.  Baker.  After  Mr.  Hines  got  to  the  telephone? 

Mr.  Healt.  Yes. 

Mr.  Baker.  He  said,  "Hello."  He  said,  "I  have  talked  with  tho 
governor,  and  he  says  he  will  see  you." 

Mr.  Healt.  Didn't  he  say,  "Hello,  Congressman;  I  have  just 
talked  with  the  governor  "  ? 

Mr,  Bakes.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  understand  him  so. 

Mr,  Healt.  You  remember  he  did  not  use  the  word  "  Congress- 
man "  t 

Mr,  Baker.  I  have  stated  it  just  as  I  remember  it. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  he  said,  "  I  have  talked  with  the  governor,  and 
he  will  see  you  "? 

Mr.  Bakeb.  "And  he  will  see  you." 

Mr.  Healt.  Didn't  he  say,  "  Hello,  Congressman ;  I  have  just 
talked  with  the  governor,  ana  he  said  he  would  see  you  immedi- 
ately"? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  do  not  remember  that.  It  might  have  been  so ;  but 
the  words  were,  as  I  understood  it,  that  he  said,  "  I  have  talked  with 
the  governor,  and  he  will  see  you." 

Mv.  Healt.  What  was  the  next  thing  he  said? 

Mr.  Baker.  And  he  said,  "  You  understand  how  the  administra- 
tion feels  toward  it,  and  do  not  leave  any  stone  unturned  to  be 
elected." 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  he  not  say,  "  Now,  Congressman,  you  jtnow  how 
important  it  is  to  the  administration  "? 
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Mr.  Bakes.  I  do  not  remember  it  th&t  way. 

Mr.  Healt.  Sir* 
.  Mr.  Baker.  I  do  not  remember  it  tbat  my  ! 

Mr.  Healy.  Would  you  say  thst  be  did  not  ase  tliosc  i/ordst 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  bit;  I  would  not. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  he  mention  the  President's  namet 

Mr.  Bakeb.  No,  sir;  he  did  not,  then, 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  not  remember  that  Mr.  Hines  aeid,  "How 
anxions  the  President  and  Senates  Aldrich  are  to  have  you  elected  ^ ! 

Mr.  Bakes.  I  do  not  remember. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  do  not  mnember  3«»ator  Aldrich's  name  having 
been  mentioned  in  the  telephone  conversation  I 

Mr.  Bakes.  Not  the  President's  naraa. 

Mr.  Healy.  How  about  Senator  Aldrich  t 

Mr.  Baker.  I  do  not  think  he  mentioned  any  name.  I  tbink  he 
said  "  the  administration." 

Mr.  Healy.  What  else  did  he  say  'i 

Mr.  Bakes.  TTien  the  next  was,  "  and,  if  necessary,  I  will  come 
down." 

Mr.  Healy.  How  about "  Do  not  leave  any  stone  nntumed  "I  Was 
that  said  f 

Mr.  Baker.  He  said,  "  Do  not  leave  any  stone  unturned  to  be 
elected." 

Mr.  Hynes.  He  said  tbat  before. 

Mr.  Healy.  I  did  not  cat4^  that,  if  you  said  that.'  Did  yon  tell  aa 
about  "not  to  leave  any  stone  unturned "i 

Mr.  Bakes.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  were  his  exact  words,  if  yon  recall  thtmf 

Mr.  Baker.  I  would  not  undertake  to  say  the  ^act  words.  I 

Mr.  Healt.  Give  us  the  substance  of  it.  I 

Mr.  Baker.  "  Do  not  leave  any  stone  unturned  to  be  elected." 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  he  say,  "  Do  not  leave  any  stone  unturned  to  be 
elected,  if  possible  to  do  it"? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  do  not  remember  that  last  exi^essicn. 

Mr.  ITealt.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  have  you  not  read  the  testimoDV 
of  Mr.  Hines  in  this  respect! 

Mr.  Baker.  I  have  not, 

Mr,  Healy.  At  any  time? 

Mr.  Baker.  At  any  time. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  it  is  your  recollection — and  you  arejgoing  accord* 
ing  to  your  recollection  of  the  language  used  by  Mr.  Hines  on  that 
occasion  as  nearly  as  yon  can  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  As  nearly  as  I  can  recollect. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  your  recollection  has  not  been  refreshed  by  any- 
thing that  anybody  na.'?  told  you? 

Mr.  Bakes.  From  no  testimony  nor 

Mr.  Healt.  No  person  since  that  time  has  indicated  to  yon  his  rec- 
ollection of  the  language  that  was  used  on  that  occasion? 
•    Mr,  Baker.  No,  sir;  that  is  my  own  recollection. 

Mr.  Healt.  Or  the  order  in  which  the  different  statements  were 
made,  is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  did  not  quite  catch  that. 

Mr.  Healt.  Will  the  reporter  read  my  question! 
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Tbe  nporter  read  as  follows: 


Mr.  Baksb.  I  think  Qiat  is  ri^t,  as  they  came  in  in  order. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  And  you  say  you  have  not  talked  with  Miss  Carrol! 
about  the  matterl 

Mr.  Basbb.  No,  air. 

Ur.  HBAI.T.  She  has  not  given  you  her  recollection  of  the  conver- 
sation t 

Mr.  Bareb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Jones.  Have  you  read  the  testimony  of  any  of  these  wit- 
nesses who  have  testified  heretofore  in  regard  to  itt 

Mr.  Baker.  I  have  not. 

Mr.  Hkalt.  None  of  them  at  all  ? 

Mr.  Bakkb.  None  of  them  at  all,  except  what  I  have  seen  here  in 
the  Washington  papers^ 

Senator  Josts.  The  Washington  City  papers! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Gakblb.  Has  anyone  talked  with  you  who  pretended  to 
hear  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Hines  or  the  others  who  were  there  prraent 
when  this  telephone  message  was  given,  and  related  to  you  what 
they  have  testified  to  here? 

Mr.  Baker.  No;  Miss  Carroll,  nor  Mr.  Hall,  nor  Mr.  Carney^ 
nobody  has  told  me  one  word  that  they  have  testified  to  at  all.  ss  I 
now  remember.  There  might  have  been  at  one  time  some  one  made 
some  remark.  I  could  not  tell  what  it  was— something  about  Miss 
Carroll,  about  some  cross-examination  that  some  one  gave  her  on  the 
stand  here,  but  what  it  was  I  oould  not  tell  now. 

Mr.  Heai-y.  After  Mr.  Hines  directed  the  persons  with  whom  he 
vas  talking  to  leave  no  stone  unturned,  what  was  the  next  thing  said  ? 

Mr.  Bakbb.  "And,  if  necessary,  I  will  cwne  to  Springfield  to- 
niaht." 

Mr.  Healt.  Was  that  all  the  conversation? 

Mr.  Bakeb.  That  was  all  the  conversation  that  I  remember. 

Mr.  HsALT.  And  then  he  timied  from  the  viiel 

Mr.  Baker.  He  hung  up  the  wire  and  came  and  sat  down. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  did  he  say? 

Mr.  Baker.  Then  they  asked— either  Mr.  Co<A  or  Mr.  O'Brien  ■ 
I  would  not  say  which  one — asked  him  if  that  was  'in  regard  to  the 
senatorial  election  at  Springfield,  and  he  said  yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  he  not  say,  "I  have  just  been  talking  to  Senator 
Lorimer  "  ? 

Mr.  Baxkb.  No,  air;  I  do  sot  remember  that  at  alL 

Mr.  Hkalt,  Tou  are  sure  about  that,  are  you  ? 

Mr.  Bakkr,  As  far  as  I  can  remet^ier;  yes.  I  wMild  not  swear 
poeitively  that  he  did  not.   To  my  memory  he  did  not 

it.  Healt.  Did  not  Miss  Carroll  tell  you,  on  one  or  more  oc 
caaions.  that  she  remembered  this  conversation  over  the  wire  aub- 
stantially  as  you  remember  it? 

Mr.  Baks.  No,  sir;  nobody  in  the  world. 

Mr  He^y.  Has  anybody  told  you  that  Miss  Carroll's  recollection 
agreed  with  yours !  ^^iivK^iMu 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 
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Mr.  Healt.  Has  anybody  told  you  that  your  recoIlectioQ  of  the 
conversatioQ  agreed  with  that  given  by  Mr.  Hines  and  Mr.  Wi^et 

Mr.  Bakeir.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  Have  you  read  the  testimony  of  those  witnesses,  whose 
names  I  have  just  mentioned,  in  the  newspaper? 

Mr.  Baker.  Just  what  was  sketched  in  the  Washington  Times,  and 
the  StM,  I  think  it  is — the  evening  papers. 

Mr.  Healy.  Those  are  the  only  papers  you  have  read? 

Mr.  Baker.  Those  are  the  only  papers  I  have  read. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  have  not  read  any  of  the  Chicago  papers,  which 
purported  to  give  the  testimony  in  detail  f 

Mr.  Bakeb.  Not  in  regard  to  the  testimony. 

Mr.  Healy,  The  papers  which  you  have  read  contained  a  very 
brief  r&um^  of  the  testimony,  did  they  not ! 

Mr.  Baser.  Just  brief;  yes. 

Mr.  Hbaly.  But  no  questions  and  answers! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  Comparatively  short  accounts! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Heai/Y.  And  those  are  the  only  papers  which  you  have  read  f 

Mr.  Bakeb.  In  regard  to  the  testimony  here  before  this  committee. 

Mr.  Healy.  Has  anybody  told  you  at  any  time  that  testimony  was 
given  by  any  of  these  witnesses  in  this  witness  room! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  I  have  heard  it  generally  talked,  down  at  the  hotel. 
I  have  heard  some  talk  about  it. 

Mr.  Healy.  Have  you  heard  any  talk  about  the  precise  language 
which  was  used  on  the  telephone  that  morning! 

Mr.  Bakek.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  Neither  Mr.  Edward  Hines  nor  Miss  Carroll  nor  any- 
body else! 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  that  is  true,  too,  with  reference  to  your  ccm- 
versation  in  the  Union  League  Club? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  you  have  not  read  in  any  of  the  newspapers  the 
testimony  given  by  Mr.  Hall  and  Mr.  Edward  Hines  and  Blr.  Carney 
in  reference  to  that  conversation  ? 

Mr.  Bakeb.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  nobody  has  discussed  it  with  you  at  any  timet 

Mr.  Baker.  Not  what  they  swore  to;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  Nobody  has  told  you  what  they  swore  to  with  reference 
to  that  Union  League  conversation! 

"iSr.  Bakeb.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  Nobody,  prior  to  the  giving  of  their  testimony,  has 
attempted  to  refresh  your  recollection  by  telling  you  what  their 
recollection  of  that  conversation  was! 

Mr.  Baker.  We  talked  about  the  matter  before  the  attorneys,  Mr. 
Hall  and  Mr.  Carney  and  Ij  whai  we  were  in  Chicago. 

Mr.  Healt.  Yes;  but  did  anybody  in  these  tails  tell  yon  vhat 
their  recollection  of  that  conversation  was! 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes ;  I  think  it  was  talked  over — ^whart  their  recollec- 
tion was. 

Mr.  Healt.  Who! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  Mr.  Hall. 
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Mr.  Healt.  What  did  Mr.  Hail  say* 

Mr.  Baker.  Well,  if  I  remember  it  right  now,  he  said  that  he  came 
down  to  Chicago  and  spoke  to  Mr.  Hines  about  it,  something  about 
Mr.  Funk.  I  can  not  tell  just  how  that  was  given,  something  about 
that  it  was  as  he  understood — his  in«nory  was  that  this  was  the 
same  man  that  talked  with  Mr.  Hines  in  the  Union  League. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  And  that  was  while  you  were  trying  to  ascertain  who 
■was  present  in  the  Union  Lea^e  Club,  was  it  not) 
Mr.  Bakzr.  No,  sir;  that  was  afterwards. 

Mr.  Hkalt.  Was  that  irfter  you  had  ascertaioed  who  was  present! 
Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir- 
Mr.  Hbalt.  Did  Mr,  Hall,  on  that  occasion,  tell  you  what  he  re- 
called of  the  conversation  between  Mr.  Funk  and  Mr.  Hines? 

Mr.  Bakeb.  Just  what  he  told  the  attorneys  who  were  questioning 
him  about  what  he  knew  about  it. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  heard  what  he  said  in  that  regard? 
Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  Had  you  already  given  your  recollection  of  the  con- 
versation to  the  attorneys! 

Mr.  Baker.  I  would  not  say  which  one  gave  it  to  him  first 
Mr.  Heatt.  And  who  else  was  there  at  that  time! 
Mr.  Baker.  There  was  Mr.  Carney,  Mr.  Hines,  Mr.  Hall,  Judge 
Hynes,  and  Judge  Farrar,  and  Mr.  Allen,  part  of  the  time,  and  Mr. 
Herrick. 

Mr.  Healt.  How  long  did  that  conference  last! 
Mr.  Baker.  I  presume  we  might  have  been  there  an  hour. 
Mr.  Healt,  Were  you  talking  about  this  matter  all  the  time! 
&Ir.  Bakeb,  Talking  about  this  matter,  and  different  things  about 
this  case. 

Mr.  Healt.  Kow,  when,  after  the  conversation  in  the  Qrand 
Pacific  Hotel,  was  it  that  you  recalled  the  persons  who  were  present? 
Mr.  Baker.  After  Mr.  Cook  had  given  his  testimony. 
Mr.  Healt.  When  Mr.  Cook  testified  at  Springfield,  did  you  im- 
mediately recall  who  was  in  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel  that  morning! 
Mr,  Baker.  Yes,  sir;  within,  I  think,  a  day  or  two  afterward, 
that  I  talked  to  Mr.  Hines.    I  was  not  at  home  the  day  that  Mr. 
Cook  testified,  but  when  I  came  back  to  Chicago,  I  then  talked  to 
Mr.  Hines  about  it. 

Mr,  Healt,  What  did  you  and  Mr,  Hines  say  on  that  occasion! 
Mr,  Baker,  I  told  him  that  there  was  no  such  conversation  there. 
Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  gentlemen  discuss  at  that  time,  you  and  Mr. 
Hines,  the  identity  of  the  persons  who  were  present! 
Mr.  Baker,  Yes ;  he  wanted  to  know  who  was  there  with  me. 
Mr.  Healt.  What  is  that! 
Mr.  Baker,  We  talked  over  who  were  there. 
Mr.  Healt.  What  did  Mr,  Hines  say  to  you  in  that  re^gard! 
Mr.  Bakes.  He  asked  me  who  was  there,  and  I  told  hun. 
Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  have  any  controversy  about  it;  any  differ- 
ence of  opinion  with  reference  to  the  persons  who  were  there! 
Mr.  Bakeb.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  he  teU  you  whom  he  recalled  as  being  present! 
Mr.  Bakeb.  In  the  talk  with  Mr.  Cook! 
Mr.  Healt.  Yes. 
Mr.  Baser.  No,  sir.    I  told  him  who  was  there. 


H;»  Google 


1474  BBNAIOE  FBOU  ILIilNOlS, 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  tell  him  on  that  occasioo  what  you  i 
beped  about  the  courersatioD  f 

Mr.  Bakbr.  I  tJ»ink  I  did.  I  would  not  eay  positiTely  whether 
that  was  the  occasion  or  not,  but  I  think  it  was. 

Mr.  HKAL.T.  And  did  y<Hi  remeiuber  on  tJiat  occagion  subataotially 
what  you  testify  to  here  1 

Mr.  Bakis.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  The  thing  was  clear  and  fre^  in  your  memory  ! 

Mr.  Bakbr.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  Althou^  you  had  not  ^ven  it  tmy  considftration  for 
approximately  two  years  prior  to  that  time? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  can  tell  you  things  that  happened,  the  prices  of 
lumber,  for  the  la£t  six  years. 

Mr.  HeaI'T.  Sir. 

Mr.  Baker.  I  can  tell  you  something  about  that  I  can  give  you 
the  prices  that  we  have  paid  for  lumber  for  the  last  five  years  back ; 
of  our  large  purchases. 

Mr,  HEAL.Y.  Do  you  remember  any  tekphone  conversation  that 
you  had  with  anybody  else  in  the  month  of  May,  1909,  after  this  <wie 
in  the  Grand  Pacific  HoteH 

Mr.  Baker.  Not  particularly  now. 

Mr.  Hbaly.  In  June.  1909  i 

Mr.  Baker.  Not  particularly  now, 

Mr.  Healt.  Can  you  'remember  any  telephone  conversatioD  yoo 
had  with  anybody  during  the  year  1&(^,  except  this  one  about  which 
you  have  testified,  or  these  two! 

Mr.  BaK£&.  No,  sir;  and  I  would  not  have  remembered  thJB,  if 
Mr.  Cook  bad  not  testified  the  way  he  did. 

Mr.  Healy,  Did  you  have  any  long-distance  ciHnmunicatioiis  with 
anybody  during  the  year  1909 ) 

Mr.  Baksb.  Very  likely  I  did;  with  our  office. 

Mr.  HsALY.  Can  you  recall  themf 

Mr.  Baexe.  No;  I  can  not. 

Mr.  HeaiiY.  Can  yon  recall  the  name  of  any  person  with  whom 
you  talked  on  8u<^  occasions? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  talk  nearly  every  day  to  our  office  when  I  am  out  of 
Chicago  on  the  long-distance  telephone. 

Mr.  IIealt.  Did  you  ever  talk  with  Mr.  Wiehe  about  the  presence 
of  Cook  and  O'Brien  at  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel  about  a  year  after 
this  conversation  ? 

Mr.  Basse.  I  do  not  remeokber  of  it. 

Mr.  Hbalt,  Do  you  recall  that  he  told  you  on  cme  occasion  that  he 
had  been  down  to  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel  at  midnight  to  sfee  these 
men! 

Mr,  Baker.  Never  heard  of  it 

Mr,  Hbaly.  He  never  discu^ed  that  with  you  J 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir, 

Mr.  Hbaly.  Did  you  ever  hear  about  that? 

Mr.  Bakeb.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  read  Mr.  Wiehe's  testimony  before  the  com- 
mittee at  Springfield  f 

Mr.  Baker.  No  ;  I  heard  about  that  here  since  I  have  been  here  in 
Washington;  Mr.  Wiehe  talked  it  over,  but  I  never  hecird  «f  it 
before  or  knew  nothing  about  it. 
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Mr.  Healt.  I  think  that  is  all. 

Senator  Kern.  Yon  and  Mr.  HbU  were  both  lumber  buyers  t 

Mr.  Baser.  Yes. 

Senator  Kehn.  For  the  Edward  Hines  Lumber  Co.  i 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  His  territory  was  more  particularly  in  Canada! 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  You  read  Mr.  Funk's  testimony,  or  read  of  it, 
about  10  days  after  his  testimony  was  given? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  do  not  understand  that — after  Mr.  Hall's  testimony ! 

Senator  Kern.  You  first  knew  of  Mr.  Funk's  position  about  10 
days  after  he  bad  given  his  testimony  at  Springfield  ? 

Mr.  Baeeb.  Yes;  sometime  about  that,  10  or  12  days. 

Senator  Kern.  About  that  time  you  talked  with  Mr.  Hines  on  that 
subject  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  After  that  time;  yes. 

Senator  Kern.  How  long  after  that  timel 

.Mr.  Bakbr.  Well,  I  should  say  it  was  somewhere  about  10  or  12 
days  after  he  gave  the  testimony. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  tell  Mr.  Hines  then  what  you  remembered 
of  the  conversation! 

Mr,  Baker.  Yes;  we  talked  it  over  then. 

Senator  Kern.  You  remembered  it  entirely  differently  from  Mr. 
Funk? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  will  ask  you  to  repeat  that 

Senator  Kern.  Your  memory  was  entirely  different  from  the  mem- 
ory of  Mr.  Funk! 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes, 

Senator  Kern.  And  you  so  expressed  it  to  Mr.  Hines  about  10  or 
12  days  after  Mr.  Funk  testified! 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  Mr.  Funk  testified  on  the  29th  d^  of  March,  so  you 
must  have  told  Mr.  Hines  about  it  sometime  before  the  middle  of 
April! 

Jlr,  Baker.  Well,  somewhere  before  the  middle  of  April. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  Mr.  Hines  suggest  then  that  you  go  to  Spring- 
field and  testi^! 

Mr.  Baker.  He  said  nothing  to  me  about  goin^  to  Springfield. 

Senator  Kern.  The  committee  was  then  in  session! 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  And  remained  in  session  until  the  4th  of  March  * 

Mr.  Baker.  I  could  not  tell  you  the  date. 

Senator  Kern.  Mr.  Hines  and  Mr,  AViehe  went  down  there  iiiid 
testified ! 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Senator  Kehn,  You  knew  that! 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  anybody  suggest  that  you  go  along  and  test  fy,- 
too! 

Mr.  Baker.  I  was  not  at  home  when 

Senator  Kern.  Oh,  you  were  at  home  when  you  told  Mr.  Hinp.^. 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

101183— PT  5—11 10 

DigizedbyGOOgle 


■  1476  SENATOR  FROM   ILLfNOIS. 

Senator  Kern.  Mr.  Hines  had  testified  at  the  time  you  talked  to 
him  about  this  matter  first? 

Mr,  Baker.  Mr.  Hines  testified,  if  I  remember  right,  before  ilr. 
Funk  did  and  you  say  he  testified  on  the  29th  of  March.  You  uM 
lae  Mr.  Funk  testified  on  the  29th  of  March. 

Senator  Kern.  Yes. 

Mr.  Baker.  It  was  somewhere  along  from  the  l'2th  to  the  i~rth  of 
April  that  I  had  the  talk  with  Mr.  Hines.  I  did  not  see  Mr.  Funk  s 
testimony  until  I  came  home. 

Senator  Kehn.  Mr.  Wiehe  went  down  and  testified  about  the  20th 
of  April,  did  he  not  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  could  not  tell  you. 

Senator  Kerx.  There  was  no  suggestion  made  to  yoii  by  anybody 
that  you  go  and  testify? 

Mr.  Baker.  Xo,  sir. 

Senator  Keen.  Was  any  suggestion  made  to  you  by  anybody  that 
you  go  down  and  testify  ? 

Mr.  Bakeb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Was  any  explanation  given  to  you  as  to  why  Mr. 
Wiehe  should  be  taken  down  there  and  you  left  out  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  You  had  been  in  Washington  previous  to  the  2fith 
of  May,  I  believe? 

Mr.  Baker.  In  1909  ? 

Senator  Kern.  Yes. 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  And  how  long  had  you  been  in  Washington? 

Mr.  Baker.  That  trip,  I  think,  I  arrived  here  on  the  20th. 

Senator  Kern.  Where  did  vou  st«)p! 

Mr.  Baker.  At  the  New  Willard  Hotel. 

Senator  Kern.  Was  Mr.  Hines  there? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes, 

Senator  Kern.  And  you  were  with  Mr.  Hines  from  that  time  on. 
off  and  on,  up  to  the  time  you  departed  for  Chicago? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  saw  him  every  day. 

Senator  Kern.  And  you  and  he  started  together? 

Mr.  Bakeb.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  Anybody  else  in  your  party? 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  travel  together? 

Mr.  Baker,  Mr,  Hines  and  I  went  to  Chicago  together,  alone. 

Senator  Ki^aiN.  Did  you  talk  together? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  You  and  he  were  companions  on  the  return  trip, 
■were  you  not? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  And  there  was  no  other  companion? 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  And  vou  sav  he  did  not  mention  the  senatorial 
affair? 

Mr.  Baker.  He  told  me  he  was  going  to  Springfield,  but  he  did  not 
tell  me  what  for. 

Senator  Kern.  That  was  the  only  mention  he  made  of  the  sena- 
torial election? 
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Mr.  Baker.  That  was  the  only  thing  we  talked  about— abont  the 
senatorial  election.  We  talked  a  great  deal  after  the  time  we  left 
liere  about  the  purchase  of  Senator  Stephenson's  lumber. 
.  Senator  Kern.  Did  you  talk  anything  about  his  business  here  in 
AVashinptcn,  about  the  fight  that  he  was  making  on  the  tariff 
ineasiii'e  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Oh,  it  might  have  been  spoken  of. 

Senator  Kerx.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  it? 

Mr.  Baker.  No  ;  I  have  not. 

Senator  Kekx.  Tliose  conversations  made  no  impression  on  your 
mind  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Xo,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Xow,  then,  you  got  to  Chicago  that  morning  at 
8.55  o'clock? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Senator  Kbbn.  And  Mr.  Wiehe  met  you  at  the  station? 

Mr.  Baker.  At  the  car,  as  we  got  off  the  car. 

Senator  Kerk.  At  the  train  or  at  the  cars  or  how? 

Mr.  Baker.  At  the  train;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  So  that  you  saw  him  immediately  upon  getting  off 
the  car? 

Mr.  Baker.  Ye.s.  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  and  Mr.  Wiehe  and  Mr.  Hines  pass  out  of 
the  station  together? 

Mr.  Baker.  No   sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Hliere  did  you  separate? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  went  out  and  left  them  standing  there  talking. 

Senator  Kern.  Do  vou  know  what  they  were  talking  about? 

Mr,  Baker.  Well,  1  heard  Mr.  Hines  say  to  Mr.  Wiehe  not  to  go 
to  Springfield  until  after  he  talked 

Senator  Keen.  Oh,  no;  vou  did  not  hear  Mr.  Hines  say  to  Mr. 
Wiehe— 

Mr.  Baker.  I  heard  Mr.  Wiehe  aay  to  Mr.  Hines  not  to  go  to 
Springfield  until  after  he  had  talked  with  Senator  Lorimer. 

Senator  Kehx.  You  heard  that? 

Mr.  B.vker.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  That  was  at  the  train? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  And  you  stood  by  and  heard  that  part  of  the  con- 
versation? 

Mr.  Baker.  That  was  just  as  I  got  off  the  car. 

Senator  Kern.  You  heard  no  more? 

Mr.  Baker.  No  more,  and  I  said  to  Mr.  Hines,  "  I  am  going  home," 
and  he  said,  "  You  will  get  me  over  at  the  Continental  National 
Bank." 

Senator  Kern.  Then  you  did  not  pass  out  with  him? 

Mr.  Baker.  No.     I  went  out  ahead  of  him. 

Senator  Kern.  And  you  do  not  know  how  they  left  the  station  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  do  not.  I  saw  Mr.  Hines'a  automobile  standing  in 
front  of  the  station. 

Senator  Kern.  You  recognized  that  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  And  his  chauffeur? 

Mr.  Baker,  His  chauffeur — I  do  not  remember,  they  have  changed 
irhauffeurs.  but  I  recognized  the  machine.  , 
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Senator  Kesn.  And  then  you  went  home  and  afterwards  you  were 
called  up  by  Cook  and  O'Brien? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  went  from  thei;e  home,  and  then  from  there  to  the 
oiEce  of  the  Edward  Hines  Lumber  Co.  and  at  the  office  I  was 
called  up. 

Senator  Kern.  And  you  arranged  for  a  meeting  between  Cook 
and  O'Brien  and  Mr.  Hines* 

Mr.  Bakeb.  Yes. 

Senator  Kesn.  Now,  will  you  tell  the  committee  how  it  happened 
that  you  and  Mr.  Wiehe  both  at  dlfferoit  times  that  morning 
arranged  for  a  meeting  between  Mr.  Hines  and  Mr.  Cook  and  Mr. 
O'Bmn? 

Mr.  Bakeb.  Well,  Mr.  Wiehe  went  off  with  Mr.  Hines,  and  if  he 
arranged  any  meeting  with  Mr.  Hines  I  do  not  know  anything 
Bt>out  it 

Senator  Kebh.  Did  you  know  or  did  you  learn  about  Mr.  Wiehe 
having  arranged  by  telephone  »  meeting  between  Mr.  Hines  and 
Cook  and  O'Brien  f 

Mr.  Baker.  I  did  not. 

Senator  Kkrn.  There  was  no  particular  reason  why  he  should  do 
it,  because  you  had  made  the  arrangement,  had  you  not? 

Mr.  Bakes.  Yes;  and  neither  Cook  nor  OBrientold  me  they 
had  made  any  such  arrangement  with  Mr.  Wiehe. 

Senator  Kern.  So  that  if  Mr.  Wiehe  made  an  arrangement  for 
this  meeting  over  the  telephone  with  Mr.  Hines,  and  also  made  an 
arrangement  over  the  telephone  for  the  same  meeting,  you  have  no 
idea  why  it  was  necessary  it  should  be  done  in  that  way? 

Mr.  i^AKER,  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Now,  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  went  (o 
the  Cook  and  O'Brien  room  and  talked  with  them  awhile? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yea. 

Senator  Kern.  And  after  commimicating  with  Mr.  Hines  and 
learning  that  he  was  going  over  there,  ymi  went  down  into  the  lobby 
of  the  hotel  and  met  nim,,to  tell  him  their  business  before  he  came 
into  their  room? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  Why  did  you  do  that* 

Mr.  Baker.  I  did  that  because  it  was  business.  I  did  not  know 
but  what  there  might  have  been  some  of  this  stock  had  been  assi^ed. 
I  told  him  I  did  not  think  so,  but  I  did  not  know,  and  I  thought  I 
■  would  tell  Mr.  Hines  about  it  before  he  came  up. 

Senator  Kern,  Did  you  think  that  would  have  made  any  difference 
as  to  what  he  would  liave  told  them? 

Mr.  Baker.  No;  I  did  not  think  it  would. 

Senator  Kern.  You  thought  it  was  important  that  you  go  and  tell 
him  in  advance  what  their  business  was  so  that  he  could  frame  his 
conversation  accordingly  when  he  went  into  the  room? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  did  not  have  any  object  in  view  at  all. 

Senator  Kern.  And  you  and  Mr.  Hines  went  back  into  Cook  and 
O'Brien's  room  together? 

Mr.  Bakbr.  No  ;  I  went  up  immediately  ahead  of  him,  about. 

Senator  Kern.  What  did  you  say  when  you  went  in? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  said,  "  I  have  come  back,"  or  something  that 
amounted  to  that,  and  just  then  Mr.  Hines  came  in. 
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Senator  Kern.  He  followed  ^ou  in  immediately? 

Mr.  Baker.  He  followed  me  in  almost  immediately. 

Senator  ICerk.  And  Mr.  Wiehe  did  not  get  there  until  20  minutes 
later? 

Mr.  Bakes.  Oh,  about  10  minutes  later. 

Senator  Kkbn,  'What  were  you  folks  doing  when  Mr,  Wiehe  got  in 
the  room! 

Mr.  Baker.  We  were  sitting  talking  over  the  arrangements  of  the 
Virginia  &  Rainy  Lake  Lumber  Co. — their  business. 

Senator  Kekn.  Mr.  Wiehe  did  not  meet  Mr.  Hines  downstairs? 

Mr.  Baker.  Before! 

Senator  Kern,  Yes;  before  he  went  up. 

Mr.  Baker.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Senator  Kern.  You  did  not  see  Mr.  Wiehe  downstairs? 

Mr,  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  You  did  not  see  Mr,  Wiehe  at  all  between  the  time 
you  left  him  at  the  station  and  the  time  he  came  into  Cook  and 
O'Brien 'e  room  ? 

Mr.  Bakes.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Is  it  not  true  that  Mr,  Wiehe,  when  he  came  to  the 
Grand  Pacific  Hotel  that  morning,  met  Cook  and  O'Brien  and  you  in 
the  rotunda  of  the  hotel? 

Mr.  Barer,  No;  it  is  not  true. 

Senator  Kekn.  And  is  it  not  true  that  O'Brien  and  Cook  and  Mr. 
Hines  and  you  all  went  to  Cotrft's  room  together  that  morning! 

Mr.  Baker.  No  ;  it  is  not  true. 

Senator  Kern.  That  is  not  true? 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  air. 

Senator  Kern.  Jfr.  Wiehe  was  not  there  at  all  about  the  hotel,  so 
far  as  you  know ! 

Mr.  Baker.  So  far  as  I  know. 

Senattn-  Kern.  Until  after  you  had  been  in  the  room  10  minutes! 

Mr.  Bakes.  No;  not  there  at  all,  so  far  as  I  know. 

Senator  Kern.  And  after  this  telephone  bell  rang  Mr.  Cook  went 
to  the  telephone,  I  understand? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  And  told  Mr.  Hines  that  some  one  wanted  to  speak 
to  him.     Do  you  remember  his  exact  language? 

Mr.  Baker.  "  Mr.  Hines,  they  want  you  on  the  telephone." 

Senator  Kern.  Those  were  his  words! 

Mr.  Baker.  Those  were  his  words. 

Senator  Kern.  You  remember  that! 

Mr,  Baker.  As  I  remember  them ;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  "  Mr,  Hines,  you  are  wanted  on  the  telephone." 

Mr.  Baker,  "  Mr.  Hines,  they  want  you  on  the  telephone,"  as  I 


Senator  Kern.  He  said  nothing  different  from  that! 

Mr.  Baker.  Not  particularly.  There  may  have  been  different 
words,  but  that  is  what  he  said — "  Mr,  Hines,  they  want  you  on  the 
telephone."    That  is  the  way  I  remember  it. 

Senat^ir  Kkrn,  Mr.  Hines  then  got  up  from  his  chair  and  went  to 
the  telephone,  and  Mr.  Cook  returned  to  his  chair  at  the  table? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 
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Senator  Kern.  Did  the  conversation  proceed,  or  was  the  conversa- 
tion suspended  while  Mr.  Ilines  was  talking  at  the  telephone? 

Mr.  Bakes.  It  was.  j 

Senator  Kern.  It  was  suspended?  '  , 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes.  I 

Senator  Kern.  There  was  nothing  to  prevent  anybody  *nd  everv- 
bodv  in  the  room  from  hearing  that  conversation,  was  there? 

itr.  Bakbh.  Xot  as  far  as  I  know. 

Senator  Kern.  Mr.  Hines  left  the  telephone  and  he  did  not  say.  a; 
far  as  you  remember,  that  he  had  been  talking  to  Senator  Lorimer '. 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  You  did  not  hear  that  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  did  not  hear  him  say  that  he  had  been  talking  to 
Senator  Lorimer,  , 

Senator  Kern.  If  he  had  said  that,  you  would  have  heard  it! 

Mr.  Baker.  I  would  have  heard  it.  ' 

Senator  Kern.  You  fix  the  time  of  the  conversation  at  the  Union 
League  Club  as  the  day  after  the  election  of  Senator  Lorimer.  How 
do  you  fix  that  time? 

Mr.  Baker.  As  being  the  next  day  after  Senator  Lorimer  irsj 
elected. 

Senator  Kern.  How  do  you  fix  that  day? 

Mr.  Bakeb.  As  being  tlie  next  day  after  Senator  Lorimer  waj 
elected. 

Senator  Kern.  How  do  you  fix  it  as  the  next  day  after  he  was 
elected  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Because  Mr.  Hines  had  telegraphed  to  our  general 
managers  to  be  at  Chicago;  that  he  was  going  to  Washington. 

Senator  Kern.  Who  was  your  general  manager? 

Mr.  Baker.  Mr.  T.  S.  Wbitten. 

Senator  Kern.  How  did  you  loiow  that  he  had  telwraphed? 

Mr.  Baker.  Because  he  keeps  me  posted  on  those  things.  When 
he  wants  the  general  managers  there,  I  am  there  with  them. 

Senator  Kern.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  after  this  came  out- 
after  Mr.  Funk's  testimony,  you  did  not  know  who  was  present  it 
the  Union  League  Club  besides  you  and  Mr.  Hines  ? 

Mr.  Baker,  You  did  not  ask  me  now  who  was  present  at  the  Unicn 
League  Club. 

Senator  Kern.  You  have  already  told  us  that  Mr.  Hall  and  Mr. 
Carney  were  there. 

Mr.  Bakf-r.  Your  question  was  how  I  knew  that  was  the  nest  da^ 
after  Senator  Lorinier's  election,  and  I  am  explaining  to  you  how  I 
know,  by  having  Mr.  Hines  wiring  our  general  managers  to  be  there, 
and  I  was  only  in  Chicago  from  the  26th  to  the  morning  of  the  ^Ist- 

Senator  Kern.  But  when  did  vou  look  up  those  figures  to  know 
when  you  were  in  Chicago  after  Mr.  Funk's  testimony? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  never  looked  them  up  to  see  whether  I  was  in  Chi- 
cago after  Mr.  Funk'.s  te.-;timony,    I  knew  I  was  there. 

Senator  Kehn".  Without  looking? 

Jlr.  Bakkr.  What? 

Senator  Keiin.  Could  you  remember  in  1!>11,  looking  bark  twn 
years,  where  you  were  on  the  27th  of  May  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes:  I  could,  where  the  case  of  when  Senator  LorimiT 
was  elected  was  brought  to  my  attention,  and  knowing  that  I  left 
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here  Ml  the  nipht  of  the  Sr.th  with  Mr,  Ilines  and  arriveil  in  Cliionprt 
on  the  mominp  of  the  26th. 

Senator  Keen.  After  two  yesrs.  and  after  you  had  had  hiindn^ds 
of  conversations  with  different  people? 

Mf.  Baker.  Yes. 

Senator  Kebn.  You  could  then  recall  it  was  on  that  particular 
day  that  Senator  Lorimer  was  elected,  tliat  you  had  that  conversa- 
tion in  which  Mr.  Funk  fipiires  ? 

Mr.  Bakek.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  Without  being  able  to  remember  what  business 
you  were  talking  about,  or  who  were  the  persons  at  the  conversation! 

Mr,  Baker.  I  can  tell  you  what  busine>s  I  did  every  day  that 
week,  and  I  have  no  memorandum  of  it  here,  either. 

Senator  Kekn.  If  you  could  tell  all  the  business  you  did  everj-  day 
that  week,  how  could  it  have  taken  you  two  or  three  or  four  weeks 
to  ascertain  the  men  who  were  present  on  that  occasion,  and  the 
kind  of  business  that  you  were  doing  1 

Mr.  Baker.  Because  that  was  a  different  situation.  When  Mr. 
Funk  made  that  speech  there  was  nothing  to  call  anyone's  attention 
to  it  at  all. 

Senator  Kebn.  Certainly  not. 

Mr.  Bakeb.  It  was  nothmg  more  than  a  casual  talk,  as  I  supposed, 
as  he  seemed  pleased  because  Mr.  Lorimer  was  elect^ ;  but  when  it 
came  to  giving  his  testimony,  it  was  so  much  different  that  it  then 
fixed  my  attention  to  it. 

Senator  Kekk.  Then  you  went  to  work  to  find  out! 

Mr.  Baker.  Then  I  went  to  work  to  find  out  who  was  with  me. 

Smator  HIern.  To  find  out  what  business  you  were  talking  about, 
and  with  whom  tou  were  talking. 

Mr.  Bakes.  Yes. 

Senator  KIebn.  Where  do  you  say  you  went  in  order  to  ascertain 
who  were  there ! 

Mr.  Bakeb.  We  had  telegraphed  to  our  general  managers  to  be 
down  at  Chicago  that  week. 

Senator  Kekn.  No,  no;  but  where  did  you  go  after  the  Funk  testi- 
mony to  ascertain  the  names  of  the  parties  who  were  present! 

Mr.  Baker.  Oh  I  went  and  saw  Mr.  George  Gynn,  of  Cleveland, 

Senator  Kebn.  Did  you  have  a  memory  that  he  was  there! 

Mr.  Baker.  No  ;  I  did  not  know  but  he  might  be  there.  I  was  not 
sure,  because  we  do  lots  of  business  with  him,  and  he  is  there  quite 
often  to  see  us,  and  I  did  not  tell  him  what  I  wanted.  I  asked  nim 
if  he  was  in  Chicago  about  that  time. 

Senator  Kern.  About  what  time! 

Mr.  Baker.  About  May  27. 

Senator  Kern.  Is  that  what  you  said  to  him,  or  did  you  try  to  as- 
certain v-hether  he  was  there  between  the  2Cth  and  the  31st? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  asked  him  if  he  was  there  that  iveek,  between  Mny 
26  and  Mav  31.    That  is  what  I  asked  him.  and  he  said  no. 

Senator^KN.  You  did  not  fix  iiny  piirticular  day  with  him? 

Mr.  Baker.  No;  and  neither  did"  I  with  the  other  peiillcnu>ri  I 
asked. 

Senator  Kehx.  After  lenniing  that  Mr,  Gynn  was  not  in  Chi(:igo, 
where  did  you  ^! 

Mr,  Baker,  When  I  got  to  Buffalo  I  afked  John  McLeod  if  he  '  . 
been  there!  OO^Ic 
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Senator  Kern.  Did  you  have  it  in  your  mind  that  he  was  there? 

Mr,  Baker.  I  did  not  know  but  it  might  be  him. 

Senator'KEBN.  What  did  you  ask  him  about  it? 

Mr.  Bahler.  I  asked  him  if  lie  had  been  there  at  that  time,  and  he 
said  he  had  not. 

Senator  Kern.  Between  the  2Cth  and  the  31st? 

Mr.  Bak£b.  Tes. 

Senator  Kern.  And  he  said  he  had  not! 

Mr.  Baker,  He  said  he  had  not. 

Senator  Kern.  Then  did  you  go  to  some  place  in  Pennsylvania? 

Mr,  Baker.  No,  sir ;  1  saw  Mr,  A.  K-  Silverthom  at  Tonawanda, 
N.  Y.,  and  he  said  he  had  not  been  there. 

Senator  Kern.  You  asked  him  if  he  had  been  there? 

Mr.  Baker.   Yes, 

Senator  Keen.  Did  you  have  it  in  mind  that  he  might  have  been 
one  of  the  party? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  had  it  in  mind  that  he  might  have  been.  I  was  trying 
to  find  out  who  was  the  party. 

Senator  Kern.  How  do  you  say  you  finally  found  out  who  was 
there? 

Mr.  Baker,  Well,  about  the  1st  of  June  Mr.  Hall  came  there  from 
Canada, 

Senator  Kern,  Had  he  not  been  in  Chicago  before  the  1st  of  June  ? 

Mr.  Baker,   Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Senator  Kern,  During  May? 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir;  not  to  my  Imowledge.     I  do  not  think  he  had. 

Senator  Kern.  When  Mr.  Hall  came  from  Canada,  then  you  talked 
it  over  with  him? 

Mr.  Baker,  I  did  not  see  Mr.  Hall  when  he  ciune  in,  but  he  talked 
with  Mr.  Hines,  and  Mr.  Hines  told  me  about  what  Mr.  Hall  said, 
that  he  remembered  it  very  well,  and  said  tliat  we  were  there  trying 
to  buy  the  Carney  lumber,  and  then  it  came  to  my  memory  right  off. 

Senator  Kern.  Not  only  that  came  to  your  memory,  but  the  whole 
scene,  the  whole  situation,  and  all  the  conversation  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  It  did  not  change  the  situation  of  the  conversation 
at  all. 

Senator  Kern.   You  already  remembered  the  conversation? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  remembered  the  convei-sation  by  knowing  that  after 
Mr.  Funk  had  testified  it  was  so  much  different  from  what  the  con- 
versation was  there  that  it  brought  it  to  my  memory. 

Senator  Kern.  What  was  the  last  thing  that  was  said  by  either 
Mr.  Funk  or  Mr.  Hines  before  they  stepped  away  from  the  sofa  ? 

Mr.  Baker,  Mr,  Funk  made  the  last  speecli,  as  1  remember  it — did 
the  last  talking  I  heard. 

Senator  Kern,  What  did  he  say? 

Mr,  Baker.  He  says,  "  I  am  not  acquainted.  I  never  met  the 
Senator,  and  I  would  like  to  be  introduced  to  him,"  or  "  to  be  made 
acquainted  with  him." 

Senator  Kern.  What  did  Mr.  Hines  say? 

Mr,  Baker,  I  could  not  tell  you.  They  walked  off  and  I  did  not 
hear  them. 

Senator  Kern.  How  long  have  vou  been  emploved  with  3Ir, 
Hines? 

Mr.  Baker.  Somewhere  over  20  years. 
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Senator  Kern.  You  say  you  own  some  of  the  stock  in  his  company  i 

Mr,  Bakek.  Yes;  just  a  few  shares. 

Senator  Kern.  Have  you  accumulated  a  good  deal  of  property  in 
his  employment? 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Then,  at  the  age  of  69  years,  you  are  to  some  extent 
dependent  on  Mr.  Hines  ? 

Mr.  Bakbb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  For  employment? 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir;  I  thmli,  with  the  stock  I  have  and  what  m(»iey 
I  have,  it  will  keep  me,  if  I  do  not  live  too  long. 

Senator  Kern.  You  are  in  no  wise  dependent  upon  him  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Just  my  wife — no  children. 

Senator  Kern.  You  are  in  nowise  dependent  on  him  for  employ- 
ment, or  otherwise! 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  That  is  all. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  not  fix  the  date  of  the  Wiehe  teetimcwiy  aa 
April  20? 

Senator  Gamble.  March  29;  I  think  it  appears  in  the  record. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  I  refer  to  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Wiehe.  I  think  the 
correct  date  is  April  25.    There  are  two  dates  on  that  same  page. 

Senator  Kebn.  What  is  the  page? 

Mr.  Healt.  One  hundred  and  thirty-nine.  I  think  you  took  the 
top  date,  which  is  merely  the  date  of  the  session  of  the  day ;  at  which 
particular  session  no  testimony  was  taken. 

Senator  Gambu:.  I  think  Mr.  Funk's  testimony  was  given  about 
April  5,  instead  of  in  March.  His  testimony  begins  on  page  6,  and 
the  date  of  the  hearing  is  on  page  6.'),  April  5, 1911. 

Senator  Kern.  I  took  Mr.  Funk's  testimony  as  on  page  65  as 
April  5. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  Mr.  Wife's  testimony  is  on  the  25tli  of  April. 

Senator  Kern.  Yes. 

Senator  Jones.  Mr.  Baker,  what  time  did  you  get  down  to  the 
Hines  Lumber  Co.  after  you  went  home  on  the  morning  of  the  26th? 

Mr,  Baker.  Somewhere  in  the  neighborhood  of  quarter  or  20 
minute.')  past  10.  . 

Senator  Jones.  About  20  mimites  after  10? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Senator  Jone«.  And  from  there  you  called  up  Mr.  Hines  at  the 
Continental  Bank? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir.  In  the  first  place  I  called  up  Mr.  Cook — 
Cook  and  O'Brien. 

Senator  Jones.  At  the  hotel? 

Mr.  Baker,  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Joxes.  And  then,  after  that,  you  called  up  Mr.  Hines. 
Wliat  did  you  tell  him  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  told  him  that  Mr,  Cook  and  Mr.  O'Brien  were  down 
at  the  Grand  Pacific,  and  wanted  me  to  come  down  there  and  see 
them.     He  asked  me  what  for.  and  I  told  him  I  did  not  know. 

Senator  Jones.  Then  \"on  went  from  there  down  to  tJie  Grand 
Pacific? 

Mr.  Bakeb.  Yes. 
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Senator  Jokes.  And  saw  Mr.  Cook;  and  how  long  after  vou  were 
there  did  you  try  to  get  Mr.  Hines  again  on  the  telephone  f 

Mr.  Baker.  Oh,  not  over  five  minutes,  I  should  judge. 

Senator  Jones.  Instead  of  calling  up  the  Hines  Lumber  Co.,  why 
did  you  not  call  up  the  Continental  Bank  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Because  I  would  have  to  get  the  number;  I  did  not 
know  the  Continental  Bank's  number  in  the  room;  so  I  called  up  the 
office.  I  very  seldom  call  up  Mr.  Hines  anywhere  down  town.  Thev 
always  know  where  he  is  at  the  office;  an*d  I  call  up  the  office,  and 
thev  connect  me  with  him. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  you  have  any  reason  to  think  he  had  left  the 
Continental  Bank! 

Mr.  Baker.  I  did  not  know. 

Senator  Jones.  He  told  you  when  you  left  him  at  the  depot  that 
he  was  going  over  there  ? 

Mr.  Bakes.  When  I  talked  to  him  over  the  telephone  I  told  him  I 
was  going  down  to  see  Mr.  Cook,  and  he  told  me  that  he  would  be 
there ;  so  I  had  no  reason  to  think  he  had  left. 

Senator  Jones.  But,  notwithstanding  that,  you  thought  best  to  call 
up  the  office  and  have  them  connect  vou  with  nim  ? 

Mr.  Bakes.  Yes;  that  is  the  way  1  invariably  did. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  you  tell  them  that  he  was  at  the  Continental 
Bank? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  told  them  I  thought  they  would  find  him  there. 

Senator  Jones.  When  he  came  over  tnere  you  met  him  in  the  ro- 
tunda of  the  hotel  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Jones.  And  you  told  him  what  Mr.  Cook  wanted  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes.  I  told  him  what  they  wanted — what  they  were 
after. 

Senator  Jones,  Did  you  tell  him  where  Mr.  Cook  and  Mr.  O'Brioi 
were? 

Mr.  Baker.  T  told  him  what  room  they  were  in. 

Senator  Jones.  Why  did  you  go  up  ahead  of  him  to  the  room  ! 

Mr.  Baker.  I  do  not  know  why  I  did  it.  I  supposed  likely  thev 
might  think  that  I  might  be  trying  to  tell  him  something,  niaylte. 
that  I  didn't  want  them  to  faiow,*or  something  of  that  kind.  Idid 
not  make  up  my  mind  about  whv  I  did  that  at  all. 

Senator  Jones,  Did  you  tell  Mr.  Hines  that  you  would  go  up  aheail 
of  him? 

Mr,  Baker.  Yes,  sir.  I  said,  "  I  will  go  up,  because  they  will  think 
I  came  down  on  purpose  to  see  you  before  you  go  up." 

Senator  Kern,  How  did  he  know  where  to  find  the  room  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  told  him  where  the  room  was. 

Senator  Kern.  What  number  did  you  give  him? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  do  not  remember  the  mmilier,  but  I  think,  if  T  am 
correct,  it  was  a  letter.    It  was  not  a  nunil>er  at  all ;  it  was  a  letter. 

Senator  Kern.  What  was  it  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  would  not  say  what  it  was. 

Senator  Kern.  You  told  him  what  it  was! 

Mr.  Baker.  If  I  am  not  mistaken— no;  I  can  not  remember:  I 
would  not  undertake  to  say,  I  can  locate  the  room.  I  did  know  ai 
that  time,  and  I  told  him  what  the  ro<un  was  that  they  were  in. 

Senator  Kern.  What  floor  did  you  tell  him  they  we're  on  ? 
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Mr.  Baker.  I  do  not  think  I  told  him  what  floor  they  were  on. 

Senator  Kbbn,  Do  you  remember  now  what  floor  they  were  on? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  went  up  in  the  elevator,  and  it  was  either  on  the  first 
floor  above  the  office  or  the  second;  I  would  not  say  which. 

Senator  Kern.  You  told  him  ? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  told  him  the  number  of  the  room. 

Senator  Kern.  You  told  him  where  to  find  themf 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  he  have  a  bell  boy  with  him  when  he  came  i;p) 

Mr.  Baker.  No,  sir;  he  did  not.  That  is,  no  bell  boy  came  in  tlie 
room  with  him. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  you  pay  special  attention  to  the  telephone  talk 
there  in  the  room  ( 

Mr.  Baker.  Yes,  sir;  I  did. 

Senator  Jokes.  Why? 

Mr.  Baker,  There  was  no  particular  reason,  more  than  that  Ihera 
were  three  or  four  gentlemen  sitting  right  here  together,  and  the 
telephone  rang  right  here,  and  we  carried  on  no  conversation  while 
he  was  talking,  and  I  naturally  listened  to  it. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  they  seem  to  be  paying  pretty  close  attention 
to  it? 

Mr.  Bakeb.  I  did  not  look.  I  did  not  pay  much  attention  to 
whether  they  did  or  not. 

Senator  Joneb.  You  centered  all  your  attention  on  the  conversation 
over  the  telephone? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  did.  The  fact  is  that  Mr.  Wiehe  sat  right  to  my 
right,  and  I  did  not  look  around  to  see  whether  they  were  paying 
attention  or  not.  I  know  there  was  no  conversation  going  on  while 
he  was  talking. 

Senator  Jones.  Have  you  done  any  work  down  at  Springfield  with 
reference  to  legislation  in  which  the  Hines  Lumber  Co.  was  inter- 
ested? 

Mr.  Baksb.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  know  anything  at  all  about  politics. 

Senator  Jones.  You  do  not  know  anything  about  those  things 
at  all? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  do  not  know  a  thing  at  all  about  politics. 

Senator  Jones.  You  do  not  know  anything  about  the  "jack-pot" 
fund  that  is  so  much  talked  about  ^ 

Mr.  Baker.  Not  that  kind  of  a  jack  pot. 

Senator  Jones.  What  kind  of  a  Jack  pot  is  this — the  kind  I  am 
referring  to? 

Mr.  Baker.  I  do  not  know — at  Springfield?  I  presume  they  have 
them  there,  too. 

Senator  Jones.  The  kind  you  are  familiar  with?    That  is  all. 
,    The  Chairman.  That  is  all. 

TESTIHONY  OF  CHARLES  H'OOWAN. 

Charles  McGowan,  being  duly  sworn,  was  examined  and  testified 
as  follows: 

Mr,  Htnes.  Mr.  McGowan,  state  your  name,  residence,  and  age. 
Mr,  McGowan.  My  name  is  Charles  McGowan, 


Mr,  Hynes.  And  your  age? 

Mr.  McGowan.  Twenty-two  years  last  December. 
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Mr.  Hynes.  And  your  residence? 

Mr.  McGowAx.  Retina,  Canada. 

Mr.  Hynes.  In  what  Province  of  Canada! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Saskatehewan. 

Mr.  Hynes.  What  is  your  business? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Contractor. 

Mr.  Hynes,  How  long  have  you  been  living  in  Regina? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  One  year  and  a  half. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Are  you  a  married  man? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Mr.  McGowan,  do  you  remember  being  on  a  train 
running  from  Duluth,  Minn.,  up  to  Virginia,  Minn.,  on  the  night 
of  the  7th  of  March  last? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  do;  yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Hynes.  First  of  all,  I  will  show  you,  for  the  purposes  of 
idmtification  to  the  committee,  what  I  believe  is  called  the  declara- 
tion in  Canada  which  is  made  to  the  authorities  by  people  passing 
across  the  border.    Is  that  it  that  you  hold  in  your  hand  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes,  sir;  it  is. 

Mr.  Hynes.  la  any  portion  of  that  in  your  handwriting? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  My  signature. 

Mr,  Hynes.  Where — on  the  first  line? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  That  one  and  ^is  one  [indicating]. 

Mr.  HrNES.  And  the  one  below? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes,  sir;  and  that  one.  I  wrote  the  address  oa 
there,  too. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  wrote  that  address  cm  there!  That  address  is 
what? 

Mr,  McGrowAN.  Elora,  Ontario. 

Mr.  Hyn)£.  Wliat  did  that  represent? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Where  my  home  is — where  mv  parents  live. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Where  your  parents'  home  is.  Had  you  been  living 
in  Canada  before  that  dav  or  that  night  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  you  were  going  back  to  Regina? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  was. 

Mr,  Hynes,  Is  this  a  form  that  was  generally  required  by  the 
Canadian  law  and  practice  of  persons  passing  acrc^  the  border  fiom 
the  United  States  at  that  time  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes;  I  believe  it  is. 

Mr.  Hynes.  It  was  required  of  you,  was  it,  at  that  time? 

Mr.  McGowan.  It  was. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  you  signed  it  T\Tien  did  you  next  see  this  after 
you  returned  it  to  the  authorities? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  On  the  24th  of  May. 

Mr.  Hynes,  Last? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes,  Who  presented  it  to  you,  or  where  was  it  presented 
to  you? 

Mr.  McGowan.  At  Moosejaw,  Saskatchewan,  by  a  man  who  said 
his  name  was  Shields. 

Mr.  Htnes.  I  notice  that  attached  to  that  is  the  stub  of  «  railway 
ticket  which  reads:  "Issued  bv  Canadian  Nortliem  Railway  from 
Duluth  to  Winnipeg,  train  No."' — what  is  that,  5  or  6? 


SENATOa  FBOM  ILLINOIS.  1487 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No.  6,  I  think. 

Mr.  Htnb8.  "  No.  5 ;  date,  March  7, 1911.  Location,  L  9."  Is  that 
"Lower  9"? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  belieTe  aa 

Mr.  Htnes.  Was  that  the  stub  of  your  ticket  on  that  occasion? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  It  looks  like  it 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  you  produce  itt  As  you  held  it,  did  you  produce 
it  when  this  declaration  was  shown  to  yoa  t 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yea. 

Mr.  Htmes.  Did  you  still  hare  it  at  that  time! 

Mr,  McGowAN.  les;  I  did. 

(By  re<^uest,  the  stenographer  marked  the  papers  referred  to  for 
identification  as  follows:  The  declaration  was  marked  "Exhibit 
McGowan  1,  July  18,  1911,"  and  the  ticket  was  marked  "Exhibit 
McGowan  2,  July  18,  1911.'') 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  you  learn  from  Mr.  Shiriils  at  that  time  that  it 
was  by  means  of  that  declaration  that  you  were  traced  f 

Mr,  McGowan.  Yes,  air. 

Mr,  Htkss.  Mr.  McGowan,  what  time  did  you  get  on  that  train  in 
Duluth? 

Mr.  McGowan.  I  think  it  was  7.30. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Are  you  positive  about  that,  or  are  you  giving  your 
best  recollection? 

Mr.  McGowan.  I  am  giving  my  best  recollection, 

Mr,  Htnes.  At  nightT 

Mr.  McGowan.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  In  March?     It  was  dark,  I  take  it,  up  there? 

Mr.  MrGowAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes,  Where  did  you  go  in  the  train? 

Mr.  MrGowAx,  First  I  went  to  my  berth  seat,  and  left  my  grip 
there,  and  walked  to  the  smoking  compartment. 

Mr,  Htnes.  Before  you  go  any  further,  let  me  ask  you  what  car 
it  was?    >\'here  on  the  train  was  that  car! 

Mr.  McGowan,  The  rear  car, 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  where  on  the  train  did  y<iu  enter  that  car — at 
the  fonvard  end,  where  i(  was  coupled  to  the  next  car  forward? 

Mr,  McGowan.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Who  was  in  the  smoking  compartment  when  you  went 
in? 

Mr.  McGowan.  No  one. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Where  was.  the  smoking  compartment  with  respect  to 
that  car — in  the  forward  or  the  rear  end? 

Mr.  McGowan.  It  was  in  the  forward  end. 

Mr.  Htnes.  How  long  were  yon  in  the  smoking  compartment  of 
the  car  before  anyone  else  entered  f 

Mr.  McGowan.  Oh,  possibly  two  or  three  minuter. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Do  you  know  who  came  in  next  ? 

Mr.  McGowan.  Yes. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Who  was  it! 

Mr.  McGowan.  A  man-  from  Duluth.  who  said  his  name  was 

Mr.  Hynes.  Who  said  his  name  was  what  ? 

Mr.  McGowan.  Buixess. 

Mr.  Htnes,  Where  did  you  sit  when  you  went  in ! 

Mr.  McGowan.  I  sat  on  the  seat  for  four,  next  to  the  window. 
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Mr.  Htnes.  And  where  did  he  sit? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  He  sfrt  on  a  chair  by  the  door — by  the  entrance. 

Mr.  Hykes,  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  him  white  you 
and  he  were  there  before  anybody  else  entered? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes;  I  did. 

Mr.  Htnes.  What  was  it,  in  a  general  way? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  We  got  in  conversation ;  I  do  not  know  just  how. 
but  he  asked  me  where  I  was  from,  and  I  told  him.  I  understood 
from  his  conversation  that  he  said  he  was  bom  in  Ontario,  and  I 
told  him  my  name  and  where  I  was  going, 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  he  told  you  his? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Hynes.  How  long  were  you  there  with  him  before  anyone  else 
entered  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Oh,  possibly  5  or  10  minutes. 

Mr.  Htne8.  Who  came  in  tnen? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  A  gentleman  by  the  name  of  Mr.  Price. 

Mr.  Hynbs.  Where  was  he  from,  if  you  knew  then  or  if  you  have 
found  out  since? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  have  since  found  out  he  is  from  Seattle. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Seattle,  State  of  Washington  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Seattle,  Wash. 

Mr.  Htnes,  Who  else  came  in?  f-A-fter  a  pause.]  Without  re- 
spect to  the  order,  if  you  like,  tell  us  who  came  in  without  taking  time 
aoout  that. 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Mr.  Wiehe  nmd  Mr,  Cusson  and  Mr.  Johnson  and 
Mr,  Weyerhaeuser,  Of  course,  I  did  not  know  these  gentlemen's 
names  then.     I  have  since  found  out  who  they  were. 

Mr.  Hynes,  Do  you  know  how  many  of  the  Weyerhaeusers  en- 
tered the  c<Mnpartment  ? 

Mr.  McGoWAM.  To  my  best  recollection  there  was  one. 

Mr.  Hyses.  Do  you  remember  anything  about  any  others  going  in 
there — I  mean,  any  othyr  Weyerhaeuser? 

Jlr.  McGoiVAN.  I  believe  there  was  one  that  just  came  to  the  door 
and  went  back  amin. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Will  you  give  us  your  best  recollection  as  to  where 
those  people  that  you  have  named  were  either  seated  or  standing  in 
the  smoking  compartment? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  As  I  said,  I  was  sitting  in  the  seat  next  to  the 
window,  facing  the  engine,  Xext  to  me  was  Mr.  Wiehe,  Next  to 
him  was  Mr.  Cusson,  and  next  was  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser,  In  the  seat 
at  the  door  was  Mr.  Burgeas,  and  in  the  other  chair,  opposite  me,  was 
Mr.  Johnson. 

Mr.  HvNES.  And  where  was  Mr.  Price? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Mr,  Price  was  leaning  or  half  sitting  on  the  wash- 
stand  whifli  ran  across  the  other  end  of  the  compartment. 

Mr.  IIiKics.  All  the  way  across  or  part  way  ? 

Mr.  MgOowan.  All  the  way. 

Mr.  HvNta.  Was  there  any  toilet  connected  with  that  smoking 
compartnifut  or  anv  entrance  to  one? 

Mr.  McGowan.  STo,  sir. 

Mr,  IIynes.  I  mean,  any  entrance  from  the  smoking  compartment 
to  the  toilet?     Where  was  the  toiiet  there? 
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Mr.  McGowAK,  I(  wa.s  in  another  part,  just  ahead  of  it,  between 
the  smoking  compartment  and  the  end  of  the  car. 

Mr.  Hykes.  Between  tliat  and  the  platform  i 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hykes.  Do  you  remember  whether  any  of  the  gentlemen  who 
had  been  seated  tliere  left  that  compartment  at  any  time  before  you 
got  to  Virginia  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hykes.  Tell  us,  if  you  please,  the  order  in  whidi  they  left, 
if  Tou  know. 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Mr.  Wiehe  left  first. 

Mr,  Hynes.  How  long  was  he  there,  should  you  say  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Oh,  I  should  judge  he  was  there  half  an  hour. 

Mr.  Hyses.  Where  did  he  go? 

Mr.  McGowAN,  I  do  not  know.  He  went  out  of  the  smoking  com- 
partment. 

Mr.  Hykes.  Did  you  see  anybodv  call  him  or  hear  anybody  call 
him? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes;there  was  a  gentleman  who  came  to  the  door 
and  called  him  out 

Mr.  Hyne8.  Did  you  know  who  it  was? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  did  not  know  then. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Do  you  know  now  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Who  was  it?  ■->■-■■ 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Mr.  Hines. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Mr.  Edward  Hines? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  After  he  went  out,  did  you  see  anything  more  of  him 
in  the  smoking  compartment  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN,  No:  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  he  come  back  at  any  time  during  the  evening? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Are  vou  sure  of  that? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes:  positive. 

Mr.  Htnes.  During  the  time  Mr.  Wiehe  was  there,  or  at  any  time 
during  the  evening,  from  the  time  you  left  Duluth  until  you  got 
to  Virguiia,  or  until  it  was  announced,  state  whether  Mr.  Wiehe  dis- 
cussed, or  whether  you  heard  anybody  discussing  in  that  room,  any- 
thing about  the  election  of  Senator  I^rimeri 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No,  sir;  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Htnes,  Did  I  ask  you,  or  did  you  state,  whether  you  were  in 
the  smoking:  corapurtment  all  the  time,  from  the  time  you  got  in  at 
Dnhith  until  you  got  to  A'irginia? 

Mr.  McGowAX.  I  was  there  all  the  time. 

Mr.  Hyn-es.  Seated  in  the  sjime  place? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes,  pir.     . 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  all  the  time  that  ^^r.  Wiehe  was  in  there,  did  he 
sit  on^osite  you.  as  vou  have  described  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Hy-nes.  During  all  that  time  was  anything  said  there  about 
the  election  of  Senator  Lorimer? 

Mr.  McGnwAN.  Tliero  certainly  was  not. 
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Mr,  Hynes.  Did  Mr.  Wiehe  on  that  occasion  or  on  that  trip  say 
that  he  knew  Senator  Lorimer  had  not  put  up  a  dollar  of  his  owe 
money ;  that  there  was  a  jack  pot  raised,  or  tnat  there  was  &  fund 
of  $100,000  raised,  for  his  election ;  and  that  he  knew  what  he  was 
talking  about,  because  he  had  subscribed  $10,000  of  that  money  him- 
self to  that  fund? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No,    There  was  no  such  statement  made  in  the  car. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Was  there  anything  on  the  subject  or  anything  of  that 
Mnd,  in  the  lanj^age  that  fhave  used  or  any  other  language,  stated 
there  on  that  trip? 

Mr.  McGowAK.  No;  there  was  nothing  whatever  said  about  Sen- 
ator Lorimer's  election. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Or  anything  about  money  being  contribut«d  to  his 
election ! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No;  nothing  about  money  there. 

Mr.  Htneb.  Or.  anything  abont  a  jack  pot ! 

Mr.  McGowAK.  No. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Or  anything  about  a  fund  of  $100,000? 

Mr.  McOowAN.  No,  fflr. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Or  anything  about  Mr.  Wiehe  contributing  $10,000 
or  any  other  sum  toward  it? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Was  anything  said  on  that  trip  about  a  detective  or  a 
detective  agency  being  employed  by  some  Chicago  newspaper,  either 
the  Record-Herald  or  any  other,  to  the  effect  that  the  detective  had 
gone  to  confession  to  a  Father  Green? 

Mr.  McCtowan.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  That  a  detective  had  gone  to  Father  Green  and  told 
him  that  he  had  been  employed  to  trump  up  evidence  or  get  evidence 
against  Senator  Lorimer,  or  anj-thing  of  that  kind? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  that  he  had  been  i-efused  absolution  until  he 
wouhl  make  reparation  to  those  that  he  had  injured  in  that  respect  i 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Nothing  of  that  kind  ? 

Mr.  Mc(Jo\VAN.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  vou  hear  Father  Green's  name  mentioned? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No. 

Mr.  Hynes,  Or  anything  tnid  about  a  detective  or  a  detective 
apenry  in  connection  with  Senator  Lorimer  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No,  sir, 

Mr.  Hynes.  Or  anything  about  a  Catholic  priest  and  a  confes- 
sional there? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No. 

Mr.  Hynes.  AVas  anything  of  that  kind  said? 

ilr.  McGowAN.  No ;  there  was  not. 

Mr.  Hynes.  While  you  were  going  up  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Mr.  McGowan,  did  you  say  that  Mr.  Wiehe  did  not 
return  aft«r  he  went  out? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  He  did  not. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Do  you  remember  who  remained  in  that  car  after 
Mr.  Wiehe  went  out.  until  you  got  to  Virginia,  or  until  it  was  an- 
nouncwi,  about  the  time  you  were  getting  into  Virginia,  when  you 
all  got  out,  if  you  all  did  get  out?  (     ^  i  J       ' 
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Mr.  McGowAN.  Mr.  AVhite  was  there,  and  Mr.  Burgess  and  myself 
and  Mr.  Cusson. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  At  the  tirae'that  jou  reached  Virginia? 

Mr.  McGowAK.  Yes;  until  Virginia  was  onnounced. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  you  all  got  up,  did  you,  to  go  and  get  your 
things  and  leave? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Were  you  and  Mr.  Wiehe  and  MV.  Burgess  alon^'  ifr 
that  compartment  at  any  time  during  that  evening? 

Mr,  McGoWAN.  No. 

Mr.  Hynes.  What  time  did  Ml".  Johnsori  leave  the  smoking'  rom- 
partment  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Some  little  time  after  Mr.  Wiiehe  left. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  would  not  say  how  long? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Oh,  possibly  15  or  20  minutes;  perh&ps  more.  I 
can  not  iust  recall. 

Mr.  Hynes,  You  do  not  speak  of  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser  being  there 
when  you  got  to  Virginia.  Do  you  rtmember  what  time  Mr,  Weytae- 
haeuser  went  out  and  whether  anybody  called  him? 

Mr.  McGowAN,  I  do  not  remember  when  he  went  out. 

Mr.  Hynes,  Did  he  go  at  some  time  between  the  time  Mr.  Wiehe 
left  and  Mr.  Johnson  left? 

Mr.  McGowAN,  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes,  Or  between  the  time  when  Mr.  Wiehe  left  and  your 
arrival  in  Virginia? 

Mr.  MtGowAN.  I  tliink  he  left  after  Mr.  Wiehe  left. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Yon  would  not  say  how  long  after? 

Mr.  McCiowAN.  No;  I  could  not  say. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Do  you  say  that  the  rest  of  the  party  that  you  haVe 
named  here  remained  in  that  smoking  compartment  until  you  got 
to  Virginia? 

Mr.  McGow.^N.  Tliey  did. 

Mr.  Fletcher.  Did  you  leave  the  train  at  Virginia  f 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes;  we  had  to  change  cars  there. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  get  out  of  the  smoking  cat*  or  was  your  cSr 
transferred ! 

Mr,  McGowAN.  We  had  to  transfer  into  another  car. 

Senator  Fletchbh.  You  had  to  take  another  train? 

Mr,  McGowAN.  That  car,  I  believe,  was  supposed  to  go  right  to 
Winnipeg,  but,  T  do  not  know  what  happened;  the  porter  told  us  to 
change  into  the  other  car. 

Senator  Fletcher.  You  continued  your  journey?  You  did  not 
stop? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No.  sir:  I  did  not. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Did  thes-e  other  gentlemen  go  with  you  beyond 
A''irffinia ! 

Mr.  McGnwAN.  Mr.  Price  went  to  Winnipeg. 

Senator  Fletcher.  None  of  the  others? 

Mr.  MrGowAN.  No.  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  What  was  your  busines.s  at  that  time  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Contracting. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Did  you  have  anything  to  do  with  real  estate! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  A  little  bit. 
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Senator  Fletchee.  What  kind  of  contracting  do  you  mean ! 

Mr,  McGowAN.  Well  drilling;  contracting  water  wells. 

Senator  Fletcheb.  Did  you  tell  Mr,  Burgess  that  you  were  en- 
gaged in  the  real-estate  business,  or  dealing  in  real  estate,  or  looking 
after  real  estate?    Did  you  tell  him  your  business  at  all? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  may  have. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  you  know  any  of  these  parties  until  you  came 
down  to  Washington  here  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Whom  did  you  know?  I  do  not  mean  by  having 
somebody  tell  you  who  they  were  that  night. 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No;  I  had  never  met  them  before 

Mr.  Htnes.  Had  you  ever  met  them  until  you  came  here  to  Wash- 
ington? 

Mr,  McGowAN.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  can  tell  the  committee — they  may  be  interested 
in  knowinc — how  you  were  reached;  how  you  were  discovered.  I 
have  already  shown  this  declaration  and  your  signature.  You  may 
tell  the  committee  how  you  were  reached  and  how  you  were  obtainea 
as  a  witness. 

Mr.  McGowAN.  The  first  intimation  that  I  had  was  that  I  received 
■  a  telegram  from  Chicaeo  signed  by  C.  F,  Wiehe,  asking  me  if  I  yta 
on  the  Canadian  Northern  train  out  of  Duluth  March  7,  this  year, 
and  also  a^ng  me  if  he  could  meet  me  at  Begina  in  the  next  three 
or  four  days,  i  sent  a  telegram  back  to  him  telling  him  that  I  was 
on  the  Canadian  Northern  train  out  of  Duluth  at  that  time,  and  that 
he  could  meet  me  in  Kegina  any  time,  A  couple  of  days  afterwards 
I  received  a  telephone  message  from  Winnipeg,  from  a  man  who 
said  his  name  was  Shields,  and  he  wanted  to  meet  me  in  Moosejav. 
So  I  went  to  Moosejaw.  I  happened  to  be  in  the  country  near 
Moosejaw  at  the  time,  and  I  went  to  Moosejaw  and  met  ^Ir. 
Shields,  and  he  asked  me  if  I  was  on  the  train  at  that  time,  and  T 
told  him  I  was.  He  asked  me  if  I  remembered  the  parties  that  were 
on  the  train,  and  I  told  him  I  did.  He  asked  me,  also,  if  I  heard 
any  statement  in  connection  with  Mr.  Lorimer's  election,  and  I  told 
him  no.     I  also  signed  an  affidavit  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  Htnm.  Did  he  have  this  declaration  with  him  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes,  sir. 

Blr.  Htnes,  When  he  called  on  you,  showing  it  to  yon! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes;  he  told  me  also  how  I  was  traced. 

Mr,  Htnes.  How? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  He  said  he  got  this  declaration  and  wired  to  mj 
father — at  least  to  me — at  Elora,  Ontario,  and  he  received  a  wire 
from  my  father  giving  my  present  address. 

Senator  Keen.  You  nad  never  seen  any  of  these  men  before? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Not  before  that  night  on  the  train;  no. 

Senator  Kebn.  You  did  not  learn  the  names  of  any  of  them  on  that 
occasion  except  that  of  Mr,  Burgess? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Not  until  after  they  had  got  off. 

Senator  Kekn,  I  mean  during  the  course  of  their  conversation? 

iir.  McGowAN,  No,  sir. 

Senator  Keen.  They  were  all  entire  strangers  to  you? 

Mr.  McGrowAN.  They  were. 

Senator  Kern.  You  nave  never  seen  any  of  them  since! 
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Mr.  McGowAN.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  You  have  been  actively  engaged  in  business  during 
the  time  that  has  followed  ever  since  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 

8^aior  Keen.  Did  you  have  any  interest  in  American  politics? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Had  you  ever  heard  of  Mr.  Lorimer? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes;  I  think  I  had.  I  have  read  his  name  in  tiie 
papers. 

Senator  Kern.  Had  you  heard  of  his  election  as  Senator? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No.    I  have  read  of  him  as  Senator  Lorimer. 

Senator  Kern.  Had  you  heard  anything  of  his  election  as  Senator! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  You  were  in  no  wise  interested  either  in  him  or  in 
his  election  ? 

Mr.  McGtOWAN.  I  was  not 

Senator  Kern.  Was  there  a  general  conversation  going  on  in  the 
compartment  during  the  trip? 

Mr.  McGoWAN.  Yes;  there  was. 

Senator  Kern.  Do  you  remember  the  subject  matter  of  the  con- 
versation? 

Mr,  McGowAN.  Yes;  the  reciprocity  auction  was  discussed. 

Senator  Kern.  Was  there  any  general  conversation?  That  is,  did 
all  the  parties  present  engage  in  the  one  conversation,  or  were  there 
different  conversations  being  carried  on  by  different  people  in  the 
compartment  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  They  were  all  engaged  in  the  one  conversation. 

Senator  Kern.  All  the  time? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  And  you  heard  every  word  that  was  said  by  every 
member  of  that  party  ? 

Mr,  McGowAN.  I  certainly  did. 

Senator  Kern.  During  the  73  miles  between  Duluth  and  Virginia? 

Mr.  McGowAN,  I  certainly  did. 

Senator  Kern.  Was  anything  else  discussed  besides  reciprocity? 

Mr.  McGowAN,  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  What? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  The  tariff.  There  was  something  said  about  the 
tariff. 

Senator  Kern.  Anything  else?  Was  there  any  gossipy  talk,  or 
any  stories  told,  such  as  are  usually  told  by  passengers  in  a  smoking 
compartment? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  do  not  recall  any  stories.  There  was  a  discus- 
sion, also,  on  changing  the  course  of  some  stream  up  near  the  Cana- 
dian line,  I  believe. 

Senator  Kern.  Do  you  remember  what  Mr.  Wiehe  said  on  any 
subject? 

Mr.  McGoWAH,  No ;  I  do  not  recall. 

Senator  Kern.  Do  you  remember  what  Mr.  Burgess  said  on  any 
subject  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Do  you  remember  what  Mr.  Price  said  on  any 
subject? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No,  sir;  I  do  not, 

DigizedbyGOOgle 


1494  SENATOB  FBOM  ILUNOIS. 

Senator  Kbbn.  Do  you  remember  what  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser  said  on 
any  subject? 

Mr,  McGowAN.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kbhn.  What  was  the  date  of  that  trip? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  On  the  evening  of  March  7  last 

Senator  Kehn.  March  7? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  March  7  last. 

Senator  Kern.  1911 » 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  You  bad  bought  a  ticket  from  what  point  to  what 
point? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  From  Toronto  to  Regina.  I  was  on  the  return 
portion  of  a  ticket. 

Senator  Kern.  To  what  point  had  you  traveled  on  the  ticket? 

Mr.  MeGowAS.  At  that  time  ? 

Senator  Kern.  Yes.    To  Reginn  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  To  Duluth.    I  do  not  quit©  understood. 

Senator  Kern.  You  were  coming  back,  as  I  understand? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  To  what  point  had  you  gone  on  the  ticket? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  To  Duluth. 

Senator  Kebx.  To  Duluth? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  At  that  time? 

Senator  Kern.  Yes.  Then  you  were  returning  to  what  point  ? 
Where  had  you  started  from  when  you  left  DuluthT 

Mr,  McGowAN.  Toronto. 

Senator  Kern.  And  you  took  a  through  sleeper  from  Duluth  to 
Toronto  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN,  No,  sir.  I  got  on  the  train  at  Toronto  and  took  a 
deeper  to  Chicago.    I  got  on  another  sleeper  at  Chicago  for  Duluth. 

Senator  Kern.  I  am  talking  about  your  return  trip. 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kebn.  You  say  you  got  on  this  sleeper  at  Duluth? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  did. 

Senator  Kern.  And  where  were  you  expecting  to  leave  the  sleeper ! 

Mr,  McGowAN.  At  Winnipeg. 

Senator  Kern.  You  entered  the  car  and  had  deposited  your  lug- 
gage at  the  berth? 

Mr.  Mc(ioWAK.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  And,  then  you  went  into  the  smoking  ctanpartmeut 
and  rode  down  to  Virginia,  and  there  you  had  to  leave  that  car? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  And  take  another  sleeper? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  did. 

Senator  Kern.  And  then  went  on  to  your  destination  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  That  same  evening? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  That  same  night. 

Senator  Kern.  Then  you  had  other  traveling  companions  from 
there  on  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Mr.  Price. 

Senator  Kern.  Anybody  else  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  That  was  all  I  knew. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  get  into  the  smoking  compartment  of  the 
next  car  that  you  entered  that  evening? 


SENATOR  FBOM   TLUNOIS.  1495 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No;  I  went  right  to  bed. 

Senator  Kern.  You  went  immediately  to  bed  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Senator  Kebn.  What  time  did  you  reach  Winnipeg? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Sometime  the  next  morning. 

Senator  Kebn.  The  next  forenoon? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Senator  Keen.  When  was  your  attention  first  called  to  this  con- 
versation by  Mr.  Shields? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  By  Mr.  Shields? 

Senator  Kebn.  Who  was  Mr.  Shields? 
■  Mr.  MoGowAN.  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  he  not  tell  yon  who  he  was? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  He  told  me  where  his  home  was. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  he  tell  you  his  business? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No,  sir.     I  do  not  know  yet. 

Senator  Kern.  He  did  not  say  whether  he  was  9  lawyer  or  a 
detective  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Have  you  evef  seen  him  since? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes:  I  saw  him  in  Chicago. 

Senator  Kern.  When? 

Mr.  McGow.\N.  Just  before  I  came  here. 

Senator  Kern.  How  did  you  happen  to  see  him  in  Chicago?    Did 
you  see  him  by  appointment? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  How  was  that  appointment  made? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  In  my  telegram  that  I  received  to  come  down 
here,  with  instructions  to  come  down  here. 

Senator  Kebn.  Did  you  receive  that  telegram  from  Mr.  Shields? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  From  Mr.  Wiehe. 

Senator  Kern.  And  in  response  to  that  telegram  you  went  to  Chi- 
cago? 

Mr.  McGoWAN.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Where  did  you  stop  in  Chicago? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  In  the  Morrison  Hotel. 

Senator  Kern.  How  did  you  connect  up  with  Mr.  Shields? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  got  a  telephone  message  from  Mr.  Shields. 

Senator  Kern.  How  did  Mr.  Shields  know  you  were  in  Chicago? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  wired  Mr.  Wiehe  that  I  would  be  at  the  Mor- 
rison Hotel. 

Senator  Kern.  And  you  have  seen  Mr.  Shields  and  Mr.  Wiehe 
together? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No;  I  did  not  see  Mr.  Wiehe  until  I  got  here. 

Senator  Kern.  You  saw  Mr.  Shields? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  see  any  other  party  there  in  Chicago  with 
Mr.  Shields? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kebn.  How  long  were  you  with  Mr.  Shields  in  Chicago? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  was  with  him  three  or  four  hours. 

Senator  Kern.  You  came  on  alone  then  from  Chicago  to  Wifh- 
ington? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 
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Senator  Kern.  There  was  nothing  occurred  in  the  conversation, 
during  the  two  hours  and  over,  between  Duluth  and  Virginia,  to 
malce  any  particular  impression  on  your  mind  ? 

Mr.  McGowan.  Well,  I  was  paying  particular  attention  to  all  llie 
conversation. 

Senator  Kekn.  Why  were  you  paying  particular  attention  to  it  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN,  It  was  intelligent  and  I  listened  to  it. 

Senator  Kebn.  They  were  all  strangers  to  you? 

Mr.  McGlowAN.  Yes. 

Senator  Kebn.  So  that  you  are  entirely  prepared  to  testify  to  an? 
and  everything  that  was  not  said  on  that  occasion  f 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kebn.  There  was  nothing  said  by  anybody  in  tiiat  con- 
versation on  that  trip  that  you  did  not  hear? 

Mr.  M^cGoWAN.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kebn.  Was  the  train  making  anv  noise? 

Mr.  McGflWAN,  Not  any  more  than  usual. 

Senator  Kern.  Making  the  usual  noise  of  a  train? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Senator  Kebn.  And  you  took  particular  notice  as  to  which  of 
those  strangers  left  the  cMnpartment,  as  to  the  order  in  which  they 
left,  and  as  to  who  remained  I 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes,  sir;  I  did. 

Senator  Kern.  You  did  not  know  any  of  theml 

Mr.  McGoWAN.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  If  you  did  not  know  them  that  night,  how  do  you 
know  as  to  which  left  the  compartment  first,  Weyerhaeuser'  or 
Wiehe?  j 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  found  out  their  names  after  they  had  gone  out  I 

Senator  Kern.  Who  told  you  their  names? 

Mr.  McGowAN,  Price. 

Senator  Kern.  And  Price  described  each  man  to  you  and  told  you 
who  he  was,  did  he  ? 

Mr.  MoGrowAN.  Yes;  he  did. 

Senator  Kern.  Where  did  Mr.  Price  live!  i 

Mr.  McGowAN.  At  Seattle. 

Senator  Kern.  He  was  personally  acquainted  with  all  those  men, 
was  he? 

Mr.   McGowAN.  I  do  not  know   whether  he  was  personally   hc-    | 
quainted  with  them  or  not.    He  knew  them. 

Senator  Kern.  He  knew  them  well  enough  to  tell  you  who  they 
were  and  to  tell  you  that  such  and  such  a  man,  who  went  out  first,   l 
was  Wiehe,  and  the  next  man  was  Weyerhaeuser,  and  so  on,  did  he  ?        ' 

Mr.  McGowAN.  He  did  not  tell  me  which  went  out  first,  but  he 
described  the  men. 

Senator  Kebs.  And  that  is  all  perfectly  distinct  in  your  mind? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kebn.  And  it  is  by  Price's  description  of  the  men  that 
you  knew  who  it  was  went  out  first! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  And  what  I  have  recalled  since.  I  have  seen  all 
the  men  since. 

Senator  Kern.  You  have  seen  them  in  Washington?  You  did  not 
see  any  of  them  except  here,  did  you,  before  coming  to  Washington! 

Mr.'McGowAN.  No. 
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Senator  Kbhn.  When  did  you  next  see  Mr.  Hines  or  Wiehe  -iu 
Washington  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN,  Yes. 

Senator  Keen.  You  saw  Johnson  here  in  Washington? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  did. 

Senator  Kern.  And  Cusson? 

Mr.  McGowAN,  Xo;  I  have  not  seen  Cusson. 

Senator  Kern.  And  Price? 

Mr.  McGowAn.  Yes. 

Senator  Keen.  You  saw  Mr.  Burgess* 

Air.  McGowAN.  Jfo;  I  did  not. 

Senator  IO:rn.   You  did  not  see  Burgess? 

Mr.  McGkiWAN.  No. 

Senator  Kern.  "You  had  not  seen  any  of  these  gentlemen  from  that 
night  until  you  saw  them  here  in  Washington? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No. 

Senator  ICzrn.  Had  you  seen  W^iehe  in  the  meantime? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Then  you  had  not  seen  any  of  them  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No.  sir. 

Senator  Kehn.  From  that  time  until  now? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  had  not 

Mr.  Htnes.  When  did  you  next  see  Mr.  Price  after  that  trip? 

Mr.  McGoWAN.  I  met  him  on  the  train  coming  to  Washington 
from  Chicago. 

Senator  Jones.  Who  did  you  say  was  in  the  compartment  when 
you  got  to  Virginia! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Burgess,  Price,  Cusson,  and  myself. 

Senator  Jones.  That  is,  there  were  four  of  you  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Senator  Jones.  In  the  car  when  you  got  to  Virginia  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Senator  Jones.  How  did  you  know  that  it  was  Burgess  who  was 
there?    Tou  have  not  seen  him  since,  have  you? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No. 

Senator  Jones.  You  got  acquainted  with  him  when  you  got  oa 
the  car? 

Mr,  McGowAN,  Yes. 

Senator  Jones.  Wien  did  yon  find  out  you  were  going  to  have  to 
leave  that  car? 

Mr.  McGrowAN.  When  we  had- about  arrived  there. 

Senator  Jones.  When  you  had  about  arrived  at  Virginia,  they 
announced  that  to  vou  before  you  got  there? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Ves, 

Senator  Jones.  So  that  when  you  reached  Virginia,  you  all  got  up 
to  leave  the  compartment! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Senator  Jones.  How  did  Price  describe  Wiehe  to  you ! 

Mr.  McGktWAN.  The  first  thing,  I  think,  he  said  was,  a  man  with  a 
black  beard. 

Senator  Jones.  Was  he  the  only  man  in  the  party  with  a  black 
beard! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes;  I  think  he  was. 

Senator  Jones.  Price  told  you  that  that  was  Wiehe  t        -,  , 
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Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Senator  Jones.  When  did  he  tell  you  that? 

Mr.  McGowAK.  In  the  other  car. 

Senator  Jokes.  Is  Price  a  lumberman? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  do  not  know  what  his  business  is. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  he  tell  you  how  he  came  to  know  all  these 
people? 

Mr.  McGon-AN.  No,  sir, 

Mr.  Marble.  How  old  did  you  fay  you  are? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Twenty-two. 

Mr.  MARBi.E.-AVhere  were  you  bom? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Ontario. 

Mr.  Mabble.  \¥hat  part  of  Ontario? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  The  coimty  of  Wellington. 

Mr,  Marble.  ^Vhat  town? 

Mr,  McGowan.  At  Alma. 

Mr.  Marbtj:.  How  long  did  you  live  there? 

Mr,  MrGowAN.  Seventeen  years. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  then  where  did  you  live  after  that? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Elora. 

Mr.  Marble,  How  long  did  you  live  there? 

Mr.  McGoWAN.  For  about  three  years.  I  think. 

Mr.  Marble.  Then  where  did  you  live? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  moved  to  western  Canada. 

Mr.  Mahblb.  MTiat  part  of  western  Canada? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Begins. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  your  parents  live  at  Elora? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Until  you  left  there? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes, 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  they  stiU  live  there! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  yon  go  alone? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  did. 

Mr.  Marble.  To  western  Canada? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  old  were  you  when  you  went  there? 

Mr.  McGowan.  Twenty-one,  I  gues-s— 20  or  21- — 20  years  old. 

Mr,  Marble.  Do  you  not  remember  how  old  you  were  when  you 
went  to  western  Canada? 

Mr.  MctiowAN.  I  have  been  therf  a  year  and  a  half,  and  I  am  ?- 

BOW. 

Mr.  Marbu..  Were  you  of  age  wlien  you  went  there  ? 

Mr.  McGowan.  Yes ;  I  was  21  years  old. 

Mr.  MARBI.E,  And  yon  have  been  there  a  year  and  a  half? 

Mr.  Mc(iowAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Then,  how  old  are  yon  now? 

Mr.  McGowan.  Twenty-two  and  some  months. 

Mr.  Marble,  You  are  pa,st  22,  going  on  23  ? 

Mr.  McGrOwAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  go  alone? 

Mr.  McGowan.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  yon  have  friends  there  when  you  went? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No,  .sir. 
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Air.  Mmm^   What  was  your  busiaeas  when  you   fir^   went   (o 
Regina? 

Mr.  MoGowAS.  I  went  out  with  do  objectire  pUc«  or  busine4.s  to 
goto. 

Mr.  Marble.  What  did  tod  make  your  first  basiDe^s  i 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Contracting. 

)fr.  Makble.  Contracting  what! 

Mr.  McGowAN,  Wells,  the  same  business  that  I  am  in  now. 

Mr.  Marbi£.  What  does  that  consist  of  {     Do  you  hire  the  lultor 
and  dig  the  wellst 

Mr.McGowAS.  Yes, 

Mr.  Marble.  When  did  you  leave  Regina  on  thia  trip  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Just  now.  do  you  mean  I 

Mr.  Marble.  On  the  trip  that  you  had  made  before  this  in<:i<lent 
on  the  train  to  which  you  nave  testified? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  About  the  22d  of  December. 

Mr.  Marbu.  Of  what  year! 

Mr.  McGowan.  1910. 

Mr.  3Jabble.  And  where  did  you  got 

Mr.  McGowan.  I  went  to  Elora.  Ontario. 

Mr.  Mjlrble.  Why  did  vou  go  there — to  visit  voiir  folk-*? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Did  you  have  any  business  there  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Xo,  sir. 

Mr.  Makble,  Didyou  stay  tliere  all  the  time? 

Mr.  McGowiN.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr,  Marble.  Did  you  go  directly  there  frran  Regina  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes,  sir.     I  was  there  at  ChrLstmas, 

Mr.  Marble.  What  route  did  you  take  from  Regina  to  Elora  i 

Mr.  McGowAX.  By  wav  of  Chicago. 

Mr.  Marble.  What  railroads  did  you  travel  over? 

Mr.  MoGowAM.  On  the  Canadian  Xorthern  fnwn  Regina  to  Vir- 
ginia. 

Mr.  Marble.  Yee. 

Mr.  McGowAS.  On  the  Duluth,  Mesaba  &  Xorthern  from  Virginia 
to  Daluth. 

Mr.  Marble.  Yes. 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  do  not  recall  the  other  railroad  that  I  truveled 
on  from  Duluth  to  Chicago. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Was  it  the  Xorthwestern  ? 

Mr.  McGowan.  I  do  not  recall. 

Mr.  Mabble.  You  would  not  know  if  I  should  recall  the  name  to 
you! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Xo ;  I  would  not, 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  know  what  railroad  you  t(X)k  from  Chicago? 

Mr.  McGowan.  The  Grand  Trunk. 

Mr.  Makble.  The  Grand  Tnmk  to  vour  home? 

Mr.  McGowan.  To  Guelph. 

Mr.  Makble.  And  from  there  what  road? 

Mr.  McGowan.  I  drove  from  Guelph  to  Elora. 

Mr.  ^[abble.  Your  ticket  read  to  Guelph? 

Mr.  McGowan.  My  ticket  read  to  Toronto.     I  ]ust  used  it  to 
Guelph. 
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Mr.  Mabble.  When  you  came  back,  you  took  the  train  where— M    j 
{Ju6li*J  I 

Mr.  McGrOWAN.  At  Toronto. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  register  at  any  hotel  in  Duluth  or  Chicago 
on  your  way  from  Regina  to  Eloral 

Mr,  McGowAN.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  stop  over  in  Chicago? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No,  sir, 

Mr,  Marble.  What  time  of  day  did  you  go  to  Chicago! 

Mr.  McGfowAN.  About  half  past  8  or  9,  I  think,  and  left  at  3,30. 
or  sometime  after  3  o'clock. 

Mr,  Mabble.  You  arrived  Jn  the  morning? 

Mr.  McGtowAN.  Yes,  sir.  I 

Mr,  Marble.  Did  you  stop  in  Duluth  at  all! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  We  were  there  from  sometime  in  the  morning    ' 
until  sometime  in  the  evening. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  you  did  not  register  at  any  hotel!" 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No.  sir- 
Mr.  Marble.  What  time  did  you  arrive  in  Duluth  on  the  return 
trip! 

Mr.  McGowan.  I  do  not  remember.  j 

Mr.  Marble.  About  what  time! 

Mr.  McGoWAN.  That  has  slipped  my  memory.    I  do  not  fcno^. 

The  Chairman,  What  do  you  mean  by  the  return  trip! 

Mr,  Marble.  On  the  return  trip  to  Regina  from  his  visit  to  Elora. 
What  time  did  you  arrive  in  Duluth  on  that  return  trip! 

Mr,  McGtOWAN,  I  do  not  recall  just  now. 

Mr,  Marble.  Where  did  you  come  from! 

Mr.  McGowAN,  From  Chicago. 

Mr.  Marble,  Did  you  arrive  in  the  evening! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No:  I  think  I  arrived  sometime  in  the  momins. 

Mr,  Mabble,  And  your  memory  does  not  tell  you  what  time  of  dt? 
you  arrived! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Some  time  in  the  morning,  I  think  now, 

Mr.  Marbu:.  Do  yon  remember  what  you  did  in  Duluth  while  you 
were  there! 

Mr,  McGdWAN,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Marble.  What  did  you  do! 

Mr.  McGowAN,  Simply  walked  around. 

Mr,  Marble.  How  long! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Until  the  train  left. 

Mr,  Marble.  I  know ;  but  how  long  a  time  was  that, 

Mr.  McGowAX.  Possibly  seven  or  eiriit  hours. 

Mr,  Marble,  Did  you  eat  meals  in  Duluth  on  your  return  trip! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Marble.  How  many!  , 

Mr,  McGowAN.  One.  I 

Mr.  Marble.  What  time  of  day  did  you  eat  that! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  suppose  about  noon, 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  go  to  a  hotel  for  that  meal,  and  register! 

Mr.  McGowAN,  No,  sir ;  I  went  to  a  restaurant. 

Mr.  Marble.  Where  did  you  buy  your  berth  for  the  trip  from  Da- 
luth  to  Winnipeg!  i 

Mr.  McGowAN.  At  Duluth, 
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Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  have  a  berth  on  the  car  that  went  from  Du- 
luth  to  Virginia? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes ;  in  one  of  the  care. 

Mr.  Masbi£.  You  did  not  occupy  it  becauseyou  were  in  the  smok- 
ing room,  bufthere  was  a  berth  there  for  you  oh  that  car.  Did  you 
so  understand? 

Mr.  McGrowAN.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  know  why  you  changed  cars  at  Virginia! 

Mr.  McGowan.  No;  I  do  not  know  exactly. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  anybody  tell  you! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marblx.  Had  you  eyer  made  that  trip  before  from  Duluth  to 
Winnepeg  on  that  road ! 

Mr,  McGowAN.  No,  sir;  only  going  home. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  the  car  go  through  from  Winnepeg  to  Duluth 
when  you  went  home! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Without  stopping! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  the  train  go  through  without  being  broken  up? 

Mr,  McGowAN,  No;  I  underetand  it  did  not 

Mr,  Marble.  Is  that  train  broken  up  at  Virginia,  do  you  know! 

Mr.  MoGowAN.  I  could  not  tell  you  for  sure. 

Mr.  Marble.  Is  this  the  stub  of  your  sleeping-car  ticket  from  Du- 
luth to  Winnepeg  that  you  have  presented  here! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Mabbix.  Is  this  the  stub  that  was  given  you  by  the  agent  at 
Duluth ! 

Mr.  McGtowAN.  Yea,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  It  reads  for  train  No.  6,  does  it  not? 

Mr.  McGoWAN.  I  believe  it  is. 

Mr,  Marble.  Who  wrote  this  declaration  here! 

Mr.  McGowAN,  That  is  my  handwriting. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  write  it  all! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No. 

Mr.  Marble.  Where  was  it  written! 

Mr,  McGowAN.  On  the  train  from  Virginia — sometime  between 
Virginia  and  Winnii)eg. 

Mr.  Mabbui.  Was  it  written  on  the  train! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Mr,  Marble.  Was  the  train  going  when  it  was  written? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  know  how  it  is  that  the  declaration  is  for 
train  No.  1,  and  the  ticket  is  for  train  No.  5! 

Mr.  McGowah.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Marble.  Does  that  train  change  numbers  at  Virginia,  do  you 
know! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Marble.  Or  is  there  another  train  from  Virginia! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  are  sure  that  these  two  pieces  of  paper  refer  to 
the  same  trip,  are  you ! 

Mr,  McGowAN.  Yes. 
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Mr.  AlARBLe.  Was  this  written  before  you  went  to  bed,  after  leav- 


ing Virgini 
Mr.  KcG 


HcGowAN.  Yes. 

Hr.  Htnes.  The  two  have  the  same  date,  have  they  nott 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  date  the  yellow  slip? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  If  you  will  let  me  'see  it,  I  will  tell  you. 

(Mr.  Marble  handed  paper  to  witness.) 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Do  you  mean  this  date? 

Mr.  M.VRBLE.  Yes. 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No,  .sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  So  you  say  you  did  not  put  the  date  upon  it.  Was 
the  date  on  there  when  you  wrote  the  rest  of  the  declaration  and 
signed  it? 

Mr.  McGowAx.  I  do  not  remember. 

Mr,  Marble.  A\'liy  did  you  not  fill  out  all  of  the  slip  and  give  the 
Government  all  of  the  information  that  was  asked  for? 

Mr.  M<,:GowAN.  The  porter  told  me,  because  I  was  going  from 
Canada  through  the  United  Stat^  t.o  apQther  pqint  in  Canada,  that 
it  was  not  necessary? 

Mr.  M.\RRLE.  Was  it  Mr.  Shields  or  Mr.  Wiehe  who  came  to  vou 
first? 

Mr,  McGowAN.  Mr.  Shields. 

Mr.  Maeuile.  Did  Mr,  Wiehe  come  to  you  in  Canada? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  uemember  just  what  it  was  that  Mr.  Shields 
said  to  you  when  he  came  to  you  ? 

Mr,  McGowAN.  I  remember  the  substance  of  it. 

Mr.  Marble.  ^Miere  were  you? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  In  Moosejaw. 

Mr.  Marble.  ^Tiere  in  Moosejaw  ? 

Mr,  McGowAN.  At  the  Cecil  Hotel, 

Mr.  Marble.  What  was  it  he  said  to  you? 

Mr.  MoGowAN.  He  asked  me  if  I  was  on  the  train  at  that  dnte 
from  Duluth  to  Virginia. 

Mr.  Marble.  What  date  did  he  tell  you? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  March  7. 

Mr.  Marble.  All  right. 

Mr,  Mt'OowAN.  He  asked  nie  if  I  remembered  the  men  who  were 
on  there. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  what  did  you  tell  him  ? 

Mr.  MoGowAN.  I  told  him  I  did. 

Mr,  Marbij:.  And  you  told  him  you  remembered  the  Bien  wiio 
were  on  there? 

Mr.  McGoWAN.  In  the  smoking  compartment. 

Mr.  Marble.  Very  well. 

Mr.  MoGowAN.  ite  asked  me  what  I  heard, 

Mr.  Marble.  Yes;  and  what  did  you  tell  him? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  told  him  just  what  I  have  told  you. 

Mr.  Marbt^.  What  did  you  fell  him  that  you  had  heard? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  told  him  that  I  heard  cliwusaions  on  reciprocity 
and  the  tariff,  and  changing  the  course  of  the  stream, 

Mr.  Marblr.  Now.  what  else  was  said? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  think  that  was  all. 

Mr.  Marble.  Was  that  all  that  Mr.  Shields  said  to  yon  i 
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Mr,  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Did  he  go  away  then  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  He  did. 

Mr.  Marble.  When  did  you  see  him  next? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  In  Chicago. 

Mr.  Marble.  After  you  had  arrived  in  Chicago? 

Mr,  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  yoii  see  Mr.  Wiehe? 

Mr.  McGoHAN.  Xo,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  anyone  else  come  to  you  and  talk  about  this  inci- 
dent after  Mr.  Shields  visited  you  i 

Mr,  McGowAN.  No,  sir.    ' 

Mr.  Marble.  Was  Mr.  Shields  the  first'  one  to  come  to  you  ? 

Mr.  MgGowan.  He  was. 

Mr.  Marble.  Yon  are  sure  that  you  have  told  us  all  he  said  to  you 
on  that  visit  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Absolutely  all? 

Mr.  McGoWAN.  As  nearly  as  I  can  recall  it, 

Mr.  Marble,  "Were  you  not  surprised  to  receive  a  telegram  from 
him  after  that? 

Mr.  Mc'GowAN.  After  when  ? 

Mr.  Marble.  After  that  visit.  Were  you  not  surprised  to  receive 
a  telegram  from  Mr,  Wiehe  or  from  Mr.  Shields,  whoever  it  was 
that  pent  it,  after  that  visit? 

Mr.  McGowan.  Well,  no;  I  was  not. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  yon  know  what  was  wanted  of  you  when  the 
teleeram  came? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  pi-esumed  it  was  on  this  investigation  case. 

Mr.  Marble.  ^^Tiy  did  you  associate  it  with  the  investigation  ? 

Mr.  McGoWAN.  Well,  now  that  I  recall  it,  Mr.  Shields  told  me. 

Mr.  Marbi*.  What  was  it  Mr.  Shields  told  you  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  That  they  were  investigating  this,  they  were  hold- 
ing an  investigation. 

Mr.  Marble.  What  else? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  And  he  asked  me  to  sign  the  affidavit,  which  I  did. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  he  ask  you  to  sign  an  affidavit? 

Mr.  McGowAS.  Yes, 

Mr.  Marble.  Tell  us  what  else  he  said  about  yout  conversation  in 
the  smoking  room  and  what  you  told  him. 

Mr.  McGowan.  I  do  not  recall  anything  else. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  do  not  recall  anything  else  that  you  said  to  him  ? 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Marble,  the  witness  evidently  overlooked 
what  he  said  on  direct  examination,  and  I  am  sure  you  do  not  want 
to  mislead  him. 

Mr.  Marble.  Was  not  Senator  Lorimer's  name  mentioned  to  you 
by  Mr.  Shields? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No,  sir ;  it  was  not. 

Mr,  Marble,  Senator  Lrorimer's  name  was  not  mentioned  to  vou 
by  Mr.  Shields? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Xot  directly. 

Mr.  Marble.  Was  it  indirectly? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  He  asked  me  after  I  had  signed — no;  he  asked  me 
after  I  had  told  him  what  I  knew,  if  I  heard  anything  in  there  re- 
latiniF  to  a  certain  Senator,  ■ 
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Mr.  Marble.  He  said  "  a  certain  Senator,"  and  he  did  not  say 

"Senator  Lorimer"? 

Mr,  McGowAN.  No ;  "  a,  certain  Senator's  election." 

Mr.  Mabbue.  "A  certain  Senator's  election"  is  the  way   he  spok« 

to  TOU? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  you  do  not  think  Senator  Lorimer's  name  vas 
mentioned  in  that  conversation  between  you  and  Mr.  Shields  t 

Mr.  McGowAK.  No ;  I  do  not  think  it  was. 

Mr.  Marble.  Is  that  your  best  memory,  that  Senator  Lorimer's 
name  was  not  mentioned  J 

Mr,  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Was  Mr.  Hines's  name  mentioned  ?  . 

Mr.  McGowan.  Yes. 

Mr.  Makblb.  What  was  said  about  Mr.  Hines  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Simply  that  he  was  on  the  train. 

Mr.  Marble.  Nothing  elset 

Mr.  McGowan.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  No  other  mention  of  Mr.  Hines! 

Mr.  McGrowAN.  Noj  air. 

Mr.  Marble.  Nothing  was  said  about  Mr.  Hines  in  conue<^on 
with  Senator  Lorimer! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Nothing  about  Mr.  Hines  being  under  attack  in  this 
matter  ? 

Mr.  McGrowAN.  No;  I  think  not. 

Mr.  Marble.  Was  anything  said  about  Mr.  Wiehe? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  That  he  was  on  the  train. 

Mr.  Marbi^.  Anything  else! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  He  asked  me  if  this  conversation  was  going  on. 
He  asked  me  if  a  certain  conversation  went  on  about  a  certain  Sen- 
ator. 

Mr.  Marble.  He  spoke  of  it  in  that  way,  did  he;  a  certain  coo- 
Tersation  about  a  certain  Senator? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No;  I  guess  he  did  not. 

Mr,  Marble.  I  want  to  know  just  how  he  did  speak  of  it. 

The  Chairman.  Tell  us  just  what  he  said. 

Mr.  McGoWAN,  Well,  he  asked  me  if  I  heard  any  statement  made 
about  a  certain  Senator  s  election. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  he  tell  you  whether  it  was  an  American  Senator 
or  a  Canadian  Senator! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  American  Senator. 

The  Chairman.  I  wish  you  would  let  him  state  it  in  his  own  way. 

Mr.  Marble.  I  wish  he  would  do  that,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  McGowAN.  And  I  told  him  no,  that  I  did  not. 

The  Chairman.  Tell  everything  that  you  remember  now  that  was 
said. 

Mr.  McGowAN.  That  is  all  I  can  recall  just  now. 

The  Chairman.  Proceed,  Mr.  Marble. 

Senator  Kern.  What  was  said  about  the  affidavit! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  He  asked  me  if  I  would  sign  that  affidavit. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  be  have  the  affidavit  prepared ! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Where  was  the  affidavit  made! 
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Mr.  McGowAN,  In  Moosejaw,  I  think,  somewhere. 
Senator  Kern.  Who  prepared  the  affidavit  ? 
Mr.  McGowdN.  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Kesh.  Were  you  present  when  Uje  affidavit  was  written 
out? 

Mr.  MoGowAN.  No ;  I  read  it  afterwards. 

Senator  Kerk.  After  you  had  talked  with  Mr.  Shields,  did  he  go 
off  some  place  and  ^t  the  affidavit? 
Mr,  McGJowAN.  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Ksrn.  And  he  brought  it  back  to  you  ? 
Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Then  did  you  go  somewhere  and  swear  to  it? 
Mr.  RIcGowAN.  I  did. 
Senator  Kern.  Where? 
Mr.  McGowAN.  To  a  notary  public's  office. 

Senator  Kern,  Were  any  changes  made  in  the  affidavit  that  he 
brought  back  to  you  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No;  there  were  not. 
Senator  Kekn.  You  signed  it  just  as  it  was  prepared? 
Mr.  McGowAN.  I  did. 

Senator  Gambu:.  What  became  of  that  affidavit,  if  you  know? 
Mr.  McGowan.  I  presume  they  have  it  yet. 

Senator  Gamble.  Were  the  facts  stated  in  that  affidavit  the  same 
facts  that  you  had  given  to  this  gentleman  with  whom  you  had  had 
this  interview? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  They  were. 
Senator  Gajible.  They  were  correctly  stated? 
Mr.  McGowAN.  They  were. 

The  Chairman.  You  said  something  about  his  reading  something 
to  you.    What  was  that — some  account  or  some  interview  that  was 
given,  as  I  understood  you  ?    Did  you  not  say  he  read  you  something 
and  asked  you  if  that  was  correct? 
Mr.  McGowan.  No  ;  we  read  over  the  afGdavit  together. 
The  CHAniMAN.  That  was  all! 
Mr,  McGowAN.  That  was  all. 

Senator  Kern,  Did  he  say  anything  to  you  about  signing  the  affi- 
davit before  he  broiight  the  affidavit  to  you? 
Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  How  did  it  happen  that  you  did  not  go  with  him 
to  the  person  who  was  to  write  out  the  affidavit,  so  that  that  person 
could  get  from  you  what  you  knew  about  the  case? 

Mr.  McGowAN,  I  did  not  think  it  was  necessary  for  me  to  go. 
Senator  Kern.  Moosejaw  is  a  little  town,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  McGowAN.  About  15,000  or  20,000  people. 
Senator  Kern.  And  you  remained  at  the  notel  when  he  went  away? 
Mr,  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Senator  Kebn.  How  far  from  Moosejaw  did  you  live? 
Mr.  McGowAN.  About  46  or  50  miles. 

Senator  Kern.  You  went  down  there  in  response  to  a  telegram  to 
meet  Mr.  Shields? 
Mr,  McGowAN.  I  was  in  the  country  near  Moosejaw, 
Senator  Kern.  A  telegram  was  sent  to  you  at  your  home? 
Mr.  McGowAN.  At  Regina ;  yea,  sir. 
Senator  Kern.  And  forwarded  to  you  at  Moosejaw! 


H;»  Google 


1506  SENATOR  FEOM   ILLINOIS. 

Mr.  Mc;GowAN.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  How  did  you  get  hold  of  that  telegram  if  you  *ere 
up  at  Moosejaw? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  got  the  telegram  in  Regina  that  I  received  from 
Mr.  Shields. 

Senator  Kern,  The  telegram  said  for  you  to  meet  him  in  Moose- 
jaw? 

Mr,  McGowAN.  The  telephone  message  said  that. 

Senator  Kern.  Where  were  you  then? 

Mr.  McGowAN,  I  was  in  the  country  near  Moosejaw. 

Senator  Kern,  When  you  got  the  telephone  message! 

Mr.  McGoWAN.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  How  did  he  know  you  were  in  the  country  near 
Moosejaw  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  left  word  at  my  hotel  in  Regina  where  I  vras 
going. 

Senator  Kern.  So  that  he  knew  where  to  reach  you ! 

Mr.  MrGowAs,  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kern,  Did  you  know  the  person  who  wrote  this  affidavit! 

Mr.  McGowan,  No  ;  I  do  not  know  him  ^rsonally. 

Senator  Kern.  As  you  understood  it,  did  the  notary  who  swore 
you  to  the  affidavit  write  the  affidavit  * 

Mr,  McGowAN.  I  do  not  know  who  wrote  it.  I  presume  a  stenog- 
rapher wrote  it. 

Senator  Gamble.  Is  Mr.  Shields  an  attorney  ?  Did  he  pretend  to 
be  an  attorney?  What  did  he  pretend  to  be,  this  Mr.  Shields  who 
met  you  there? 

Mr.  McGdWAN.  He  did  not  pretend  to  be  anybody  in  particular. 
He  did  not  tell  me  his  business. 

Senator  Gamble.  His  business  or  his  profession?  He  was  simply 
desirous  of  securing  this  information  from  you  ? 

Mr.  McQowAN,  Yes. 

Senator  J'oneS.  Bid  you  ask  hitn  what  he  Wanted  with" it? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  With  the  affidavit? 

Senator  Jones,  Yes. 

Mr.  McGoWan.  No:  I  think  he  told  me  that. 

Senator  Gamble.  What  did  he  tell  you? 

Mr.  Mt-GowAN.  That  he  wanted  it  as  evidence  in  the  investigatio!;. 

Senator  Jones.  When  he  began  to  ask  you  about  whether  rm 
were  on  that  train,  and  wlio  was  on  there,  did  you  ask  him  whnt 
business  it  was  of  his,  or  make  any  inquiries  from  him  as  to  whai 
he  wanted  the  information  for? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes;  I  did. 

Senator  Jones.  What  did  you  ask  him? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  a.sked  him  what  he  wanted  it  for. 

Senator  Jones.  And  what  did  he  say  ? 

Mr.  McGowan.  He  told  me  he  wanted  to  use  it  in  the  investiga- 
tion.  ' 

The  Chairman.  ^Yhat  did  he  want  to  find  out?  What  did  he  want 
to  know? 

Mr,  McGowan.  He  wanted  to  know  if  I  was  on  that  train  first. 
and  he  also  wanted  to  know  what  conversatiMi  I  heard. 

Senator  Gamble.  Did  he  direct  your  attention  to  any  particular 
conversation,  as  to  what  anybody  had  said  that  had  been  statd 
there  in  that  smoking  compartment? 
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Mr.  McGowAK.  Not  until  after  I  had  uAd  him  what  I  had  heard, 
and  then  he  asked  me  if  I  heard  any  statement  about  »  certain  Sen- 
ator's election. 

Senator  Gamble.  Whether  money  had  been  used,  or  anything  of 
that  kind  ?     Did  he  go  into  particulars ! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No ;  I  think  he  did  not. 

Senator  Kekn.  He  just  as:ked  you  whether  you  had  heard  a  con- 
versation there  in  which  the  election  of  a  certain  Senator  was  dis- 
cussed? 

Mr.  McGoWan.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  Was  that  all  he  asked  vout 

Mr.  Mc'GowAN.  As  near  as  I  can  recall,  it  was. 

Senator  Kiuen.  And  you  told  him  you  had  not  heard  any  sudi -con- 
versation ? 

Mr.'McGowAN,  Yes;  I  did. 

Stnutor  Kebn.  And  that  is  all  you  talked  about  before  you  went 
and  had  this  affidavit  prepared? 

Mr.  McGoWAN.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  Had  you  had  any  further  onvei-sation  than  that 
before  t!;e  affidavit  was  prepared? 

Mr.  Mt-fjuWAN,  Nothing,  except  relating  to  the  Canadian  West; 
nothing  relating  to  thit^  affidavit. 

Senator  Kern.  Then  that  is  all  of  the  information  he  had  when 
he  started  out  to  have  the  affidavit  made,  which  was,  first,  the  con- 
versation that  you  remembered  to  have  heard;  and,  second,  that  you 
hiid  not  heard  any  conversation  in  which  the  election  of  a  certain 
Senator  was  discussed? 

Mr.  McGuwAN.  And  I  told  him  that  I  was  in  the  car  all  the  time 
between  Diiluth  and  Virginia. 

Senator  (i.^mble.  And  did  you  tell  who  were  in  the  ear?  Did  you 
have  the  names  at  that  time? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes;  I  did. 

Senator  Gambij;.  And  you  remembered  the  names  at  that  time? 

Mr.  McOowAN.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  tell  him  about  theae  different  gentlemen 
going  out  one  at  a  time,  and  the  order  in  which  they  went  out? 

Mr.  MrGowAN.  No;  I  did  not. 

Senator  Kern.  And  who  remained  in  the  car  up  to  the  time  you 
got  to  Virginia?     Did  you  tell  him  that? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  think  I  told  him  that  Mr.  Burgess  was  there. 

Senator  Kern.  What  we  are  trying  to  get  at  is  all  you  told  him 
before  he  went  out  to  have  the  affidavit  prepared.  Do  you  think  of 
anything  else?     And  if  you  do,  let  us  have  it. 

Mr.  McGoWAN,.  No;  I  do  not  recall  anything  else. 

Senator  Kekn.  Then  when  he  brought  the  affidavit  back  and  read 
it  to  you,  you  signed  it  without  changing  it  in  any  way? 

Mr.  McGowAN,  I  did. 

Senator  Kern.  It  expressed  what  you  had  told  him  and  nothing 
more,  did  it  ?  Was  there  anything  in  the  affidavit  that  you  had  not 
already  told  him? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  think  not. 

Senator  Kern.  Have  you  any  relatives  in  the  Unitetl  States? 

Mr.  McGowAN,  No,  sir. 
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Senator  Kebn.  Have  you  had  any} 

Mr.  MoQowAir.  I  had  an  uncle  in  CSiici^. 

Senator  Kern.  What  was  his  full  name  f 

Me.  McGowAN.  The  same  name  as  mine— Charles — Charle 
Hawley. 

Senator  Kebn.  Did  you  have  any  relatives  named  McGrowan  wbc 
lived  in  Indiana? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kebn.  Charles  Hawley  was  an  uncle,  I  suppose,  on  your 
mother's  side! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  Mr.  Shields  tell  you  anything  that  Mr.  Bor- 
gess  stated  had  been  said  in  the  car  i 

Mr.  MoOowAH.  No ;  he  did  not. 

Senator  Jones.  He  did  not  pretend  to  tell  you  anything  that  Mr. 
Bui^ess  had  said! 

Mr,  McGowAN,  No,  sir. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  he  ask  you  particularly  about  Mr.  Burgees! 

Mr.  McGiowAN.  He  asked  me,  yes;  he  asked  me  if  I  remembeml  ii- 

Senator  Jones.  He  asked  you  if  you  remembered  Mr.  Burgess! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Senator  Jones.  He  did  not  ask  you  about  anything  else,  whether 
you  remembered  anybody  else? 

Mr.  McGoWAN,  Yes ;  he  asked  me  if  I  remembered  the  other  men 
who  were  in  there. 

Senator  Jones.  He  mentioned  the  names  of  these  other  men,  tiw! 

Mr.  McGfowAN.  Yes, 

Senator  Gamble.  Did  he  ask  you  about  the  man  with  the  black 
whiskers  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  told  him  that  was  Mr,  Wiehe. 

Mr.  Marble.  Mr,  McGowan,  have  you  told  the  committee  all  of 
the  conversation  ■  that  you  had  with  Mr.  Shields  before  you  went  lo 
make  the  affidavit,  or  before  the  affidavit  was  brought  to  you  and 
before  vou  signed  it! 

Mr.  ilcGowAN.  Yes;  I  think  I  hava 

Mr.  Marble.  Nothing  else  occurs  to  you! 

Mr,  McGowAN,  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble,  Did  you  make  more  affidavits  than  one ! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  On^  one ! 

Mr.  McGrowAN.  That  is  all. 

Mr.  Marbi^.  Have  you  made  any  affidavit  in  the  United  States? 

Mr".  McGowAH.  Nc^  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  m  this  entire  proceeding  you  have  made  od!t 
one  affidavit! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  That  is  all. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  give  Mr.  Shields  any  additional  inf(»inaUoi> 
after  the  affidavit  was  brought  to  you! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No,  sir;  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  he  tell  you  anything  more  after  the  affidavit  ffBS 
brought  to  youi 

Mr,  McGowAN.  No;  be  did  not. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  he  give  you  any  additional  information! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No. 
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Mr.  Marble.  Did  he  tell  you  the  committee  was  meeting  in  Wash- 
ington! 

Mr.  McGowAN,  No;  he  did  not. 

Mr.  Marbi-e.  Did  he  tell  you  there  was  a  cwnmittee  of  the  United 
States  Senate  meeting? 

Mr,  McGowAN.  No. 

Mr.  Mabblb.  And  he  did  not  give  you  any  furth^  information? 

Mr.  MoOowAN.  No. 

Mr.  Mabble.  How  long  were  you  with  him  aiter  you  signed  the 
affidavit ! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  From  2  o'clock  until  4. 

Mr.  MARBI.G.  What  time  of  day  did  you  Bign  the  affidavit? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  About  2  o'clock. 

Mr.  Mabblk.  What  time  did  you  first  meet  him? 

Mr.  McGrowAN.  About  1, 

Mr.  Marble.  About  1  o'clock? 

Mr.  McGowan.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Gambuj.  What  was  Uie  date  of  this?  He  may  possibly 
have  given  the  date. 

Mr.  Marble.  What  was  the  date  Mr.  Shields  called  upon  you? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  The  24th  of  May. 

Senator  Gamble.  The  24th  of  May  of  the  present  year? 

Mr.  McGlowAN.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Marble.  He  came  about  1  o'clock,  met  you  at  the  hotel,  got 
your  information,  went  away,  prepared  the  affidavit,  and  brought  it 
back  to  you,  all  within  an  hour?    Is  that  right? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  About  that,  I  should  judge. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  after  that  you  were  together  for  two  hours? 

Mr.  McGowan.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Then  where  did  he  ^? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  He  went  to  Winnip^  on  the  train. 

Mr.  Marble.  He  took  the  train.  Did  you  continue  to  discuss  the 
matter  after  making  the  affidavit? 

Mr.  McGrowAN.  No. 

Mr.  Marble.  Was  it  referred  to  at  all  after  that? 

Mr.  McGowAK.  No;  I  think  not. 

Mr.  Marble.  When  did  you  next  know  that  you  were  to  be  a  witr 
ness  at  Washington? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  When  I  received  the  telegram  to  come  here. 

Mr.  Marble.  Was  anything  said  to  you  Before  that  about  being  a 
witness  at  Washington? 

Mr.  McGowan.  No;  I  think  not. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  not  Mr.  Shidds  talk  to  you  about  bemg  a  wit- 
ness? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  he  not  ask  you  if  you  were  willing  to  be  a  wit- 
ness? 

Mr.  McGowAN,  No. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  he  not  ask  you  if  you  were  willing  to  come  to 
Washington  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No;  he  did  not. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  he  not  make  any  arrangements  with  you  to  comei 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No;  he  did  not. 

Mr.  Mabblb.  What  did  the  telegram  that  you  received  say-?         i 
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Mr.  McGrowAN.  I  think  it  read  something  like  Uiis:  "  Please  come 
to  Washington  at  once." 

Mr.  Marbi^.  Nothing  more  than  thvtt 

Mr.  McGowAN,  That  was  al],  I  think. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  know  the  man  whose  name  was  signed  to  iti 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes,  sir;  I  knew  who  he  was. 

Mr.  Mabble.  You  knew  who  he  was  t  What  did  yoa  know  aboot 
him  at  that  time — not  what  tou  know  now,'  but  what  did  von  knoit 
then* 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  knew  it  was  C.  F.  Wiehe. 

Mr.  Mabrlr  Did  jou  know  who  Mr.  Wiehe  was? 

Mr.  MoGiowAK.  Yes ;  a  little  bit — a  litUe  of  who  he  was. 

Mr.  Mabble.  A  little  ?    What  did  you  know  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  know — at  least,  I  had  heard — that  he  was  ood- 
nected  with  the  Hines  Lumber  Co. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Who  had  told  you  that  ? 

Mr.  McGrOWAN.  Mr.  Price, 

Mr.  Mabble.  Did  you  know  Mr.  Price  before  you  met  him  on  the 
train? 

Mr.  McGowan.  No. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Did  you  see  him  afterwards,  until  you  came  to  Waeb- 
ingtont 

Mr.  McGrOWAN.  No. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Was  anything  said  in  the  telegram  about  your  ex- 
penses? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  sent  a  t«legram  asking  if  they  would  guaranto 
my  expenses. 

Mr.  Mabble.  To  whom  did  you  send  that  telegram? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  C.  F.  Wiehe. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  get  a  reply? 

Mr.  McGrOWAN,  Yes, 

Mr.  Mabble.  What  did  the  reply  say? 

Mr.  McGrOWAN.  It  said  that  tney  would  guarantee  my  expenaesi 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  it  m^  anything  else? 

Mr.  McGrOWAN,  That  is  all. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  make  any  charge  for  your  time? 

Mr.  McGrOWAN.  No. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  volunteer  to  come  from  your  business  in 
Canada  to  Washington  without  any  understanding  as  to  whether  or 
not  you  were  to  be  compensated  for  your  timel 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  certainly  did. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  did  ? 

Mr.  McGrOWAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Are  you  actively  in  business? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Not  altogether;  no. 

Mr.  Marble.  Whnt  kind  of  business  have  you  there?  What  does 
it  amount  to? 

Mr.  McGoWAN.  1  have  a  well-drilling  machine. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  many  contracts  have  you  on  hand  now  ? 

Mr,  McGowan.  Oh,  two  or  three. 

Mr.  Marble.  Have  you  men  in  your  employ  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Does  your  business  require  your  attention? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Not  particularly. 
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Mr.  Mabblb.  It  runs  itself  without  your  att«ntioiit 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes.    My  men  run  it. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  you  say  that  no  arrangements  for  compensating 
you  for  this  trip  were  made  until  this  interchange  of  telegrams  with 
Mr.  Wiehe,  and  then  all  the  understanding  that  you  had  was  that 
your  expenses  should  be  paid? 

Mr.  McGowan,  That  is  just  exactly  right, 

Mr,  Mabbu;.  And  you  had  no  understanding  whatever  regarding 
any  compensation  for  loss  of  time  i 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No,  sir;  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Marbu:.  Did  you  have  such  an  understanding  when  you  got 
to-  Chicago? 

Mr.  McGowAW,  No. 

Mr.  Marble.  With  Mr.  Shields? 
•    Mr,  McGowAN.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Marble.  Have  you  had  such  an  understanding  since  reaching 
Washington  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No. 

Mr,  Marble.  And  you  do  not  know  now  whether  you  are  to  be 
paid  for  your  time? 

Mr.  McGowan.  I  do  not;  I  do  not  expect  to  be. 

Mr.  Marblc.  You  do  not  expect  to  be? 

Mr,  McGiowAW,  Except  what  the  Government  allows.  I  did  not 
know  what  the  Government  would  allow. 

Mr.  Marble,  Did  you  understand  when  you  were  in  Canada  that 
this  committee  wa.s  .subp<Bnaing  you  from  that  point  in  Canada? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No;  I  had  no  reason  to  believe  that, 

Mr,  Marble.  When  did  you  first  get  the  idea  that  the  Government 
would  pay  you? 

Mr.  McGowan,  When  I  arrived  here. 

Mr,  Marble.  When  you  arrived  here.  You  came  all  the  way,  then, 
without  any  understanding  of  any  sort  that  you  were  to  be  com- 
pensated for  your  time? 

Mr,  McGowAN.  I  certainly  did. 

Senator  J[oNEa.  Have  you  been  subpcenaed  by  the  Government? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No ;  I  have  not  received  any  subpcena  apart  from 
that  tel^;ram. 

Mr.  IUUrble.  Did  vou  know  about  the  Hines  Lumber  Co.  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  knew  there  was  audi  a  firm. 

Mr.  Mabble,  What  did  you  know  about  it  ?  Did  you  know  any- 
thing about  its  size? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  knew  it  was  a  big  firm. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  are  quite  sure  Mr,  Shields  did  not  make  a  fuller 
explanation  to  you  thui  you  have  related  here  about  this  entire 
matter? 

Mr,  McGowan.  Yes. 

Mr,  Marble.  You  are  sure  he  did  not  tell  you  that  testimony  had 
been  given  regarding  Mr.  Wiehe  and  Mr.  Hines? 

Mr.  McGrowAN.  He  did  not. 

Mr.  Marble,  Did  he  tell  you  that  Mr.  Burgess  had  testified? 

Mr.  McGowan,  No. 

Mr.  Marble.  Hg  did  not  tell  you  that  Mr.  Burgess  had  been  at 
Springfield  and  had  testified  regarding  the  trip  on  the  train  that 
evening  ? 
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Mr.  McGowAx.  1  flo  not  recall  his  saying  so. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  would  recall  it  if  he  had,  would  you  not! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Marble.  Will  you  say  that  he  did  or  did  not? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  will  say  that  I  do  not  recall  his  saying  it. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  under  the  questioning  you  atil!  do  not  recall  iti 

Mr.  McGowAN,  No. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  do  not  recall  that  he  mentioned  Senator  Lori- 
mer's  name  to  you  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Mabbls.  Did  he  say  that  it  was  a  Senator  from  IlIJDoisf 

Mr.  McGrOWAN,  No;  he  said  a  certain  Senator. 

Mr.  Marbls.  Is  that  all  he  said  by  way  of  description  of  the  officer 
who  was  under  investigation  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes;  I  believe  it  was. 

Mr,  Marble.  I  wish  you  would  think,  now,  and  tell  us  if  "  a  certair. 
Senator  "  is  all  the  designation  he  made  of  the  official ! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  It  was ;  yes. 

Mr.  Mabblb.  How  did  you  know  whether  or  not  it  was  an  Ameri- 
can Senator?  How  did  you  know  that  it  was  not  a  Canadian  sen- 
ator? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  presumed  it  would  be  an  American  Senator. 

Mr.  Marble.  Wbjl 

Mr,  McGowAN.  Because  he  was  an  American  citizen. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  he  tell  you  he  was  an  American  citizen  ? 

Mr,  McGowAN.  He  told  me  he  was  from  America. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  hel  What  did  he  tell  you  in  that  r^anJ! 
Where  did  he  tell  you  he  was  from? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  He  said  that  he  was  from  Duluth, 

Mr.  Marble,  And  you  concluded  from  that  that  it  was  a  United 
States  Senator? 

Mr.  McGowan.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Jones.  Do  they  have  Canadian  Senators? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes,  sir.  They  are  appointed  by  the  Government 
there. 

Senator  Jones.  Are  they  called  Senators? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  are  sure  you  wrote  this  yellow  declaration  that 
you  have  here? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes,  sir;  part  of  it, 

Mr.  Marble.  Are  you  accustomed  to  preserving  the  coupons  for 
Pullman  berths? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Not  for  any  definite  time. 

Mr.  Marble,  For  any  time  at  all  ?  Do  you  make  a  practice  of 
preserving  them? 

Mr.  McGrOWAN.  No,  mi. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  did  you  come  to  preserve  this? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  happened  to  have  it  in  the  wallet  that  I  v»s 

Mr.  Marble.  Where  did  you  find  it  when  you  looked  for  it! 
Mr.  McGowan.  In  my  wallet. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  tou  know  when  it  was  put  in  there! 
Mr.  McGowan.  Not  particularly;  no. 
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Mr.  Mabbus.  Had  jou  seen  it  between  the  date  of  the  trip  and  the 
time  Mr.  Shields  called  upon  you^ 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No. 

Mr.  Mabbus.  Did  you  look  for  it  when  you  received  the  telegram 
faying:  Mr.  Shields  was  ^ing  to  call  on  you? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes;  I  did. 

Mr,  Mabble.  And  you  did  not  find  it  then? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No;  I  did  not  find  it  until  I — well,  I  guess  poa- 
sibly  it  was  a  di^  or  so  before  Mr.  Shields  got  there. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  long  did  you  look  for  it  before  you  found  it? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  thiof  I  looked  perhaps  once  for  it. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  looked  once  and  did  not  find  it? 

Mr.  McQowAiT.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  then  the  next  time  you  looked  you  did  find  it? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  look  in  your  wallet  the  first  time  ? 

Mr.  McGtowAN.  No;  I  think  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Mabbi^  At  any  time  when  you  were  in  the  smoking  room  of 
that  sleeper  were  there  more  conversations  than  one  going  on  ? 
■  Mr.  McGowAN.  No ;  I  think  not. 

Mr.  Marble.  Only  one  conversation  ? 

Mr.  McGrowAN..Ye8,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  are  quite  sure  there  was  no  case  where  two  gen- 
tlemen off  to  one  side  had  a  side  ccmversation — remarks  back  and 
forth? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Mr,  Marble.  I  am  asking  you  about  your  observation  there — yoiir 
memory  of  what  yoo  heard  and  saw.  Are  you  sure  there  was  no  time 
when  tnere  were  two  conversations  going  on  at  once  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Oh,  there  may  have  been. 

Mr.  M.UU1LE.  But  was  there? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Marble.  If  there  were  two  conversations  going  on  at  once, 
did  you  hear  both  of  them? 

Mr.  MuGowAN,  I  should  have. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  should  have,  if  there  was. 

Mr.  Marble.  Why  should  you!  What  obligation  was  there  on 
you  to  hear  both  conversations,  if  gentlemen  were  talking  in  the 
smoking  room  of  that.slee[}er? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Why,  it  is  only  reasonable  to  expect  that  I  would. 

Mr.  Marble.  It  is  reasonable  to  expect  that  you  would  hear  two 
conversations  at  once  I 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes;  some  parts  of  them. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  were  listening  that  carefully? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  was. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  engage  in  these  conversations? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No;  I  did  not. 

Senator  Kern.  In  none  of  them? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  did  until  possibly  half  an  hour  nfter  the  train 
had  started. 

Senator  Kern,  The  first  half  hour  you  engaged  in  the  talk  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  What  subjects  were  you  discussing?  j—  ■ 
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Mr.  McGowAK.  I  was  talking  to  Mr.  Shields — at  least,  to  Mr.  Bur- 
gess. 

Senator  Kern.  What  subjects  did  you  discuss  with  Burgess? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Just  such  subjects  as  I  mentioned,  about  where  I 
was  from,  and  my  name. 

Senator  Kern.  That  would  only  take  a  minute. 

Mr.   McGowAN.  I   was   also   discussing  reciprocity   with    him  a 

Senator  Kern.  With  Burgessf 

Mr.  McGowAN.  What  I  knew— yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  anybody  else  engage  in  that  conversation! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No;  there  was  not. 

Senator  Kern,  Just  you  and  Burgess  talked  reciprocity?  Did  Tim 
agree  or  disagree? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  do  not  recall  whether  we  did  or  not.  Neither 
of  us  took  any  particular  side  of  it. 

Senator  Kern.  You  were  both  neutral? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  beg  pardon? 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  take  part  in  conversation  with  anybody 
other  than  Burgess? 

Mr.  MrtiowAN.  No ;  I  did  not.     I  will  correct  that — I  did. 

Senator  Kern.  With  whom  ? 

Mr.  MrCiowAN.  I  was  talking  with  Mr.  Johnson  for  a  little  while. 

Senator  Kern.  On  what  subject? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  think  the  subject  I  was  talking  to  him  on  wis 
the  Canadian  Northern  Railway. 

Senator  Kern.  Was  anybody  else  engaged  in  that  conversation 
between  you  and  Johnson? 

Mr,  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  Who? 

Mr.  McGlowAN,  Price,  I  think. 

Senator  Kern.  Then,  when  you  were  talking  with  this  other  mac 
that  you  named — Johnson — what  were  the  other  men  doing  who  were 
not  taking  part  in  the  conversation,  if  there  were  any? 

Mr,  McGowAN.  There  was  no  one  else  there,  except  Burgess  and 
Price  and  myself  and  Mr.  Johnson. 

Senator  Kebn.  Was  that  after  Wiehe  had  left? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  That  was  before.  Wiehe  came  in. 

Senator  Kern.  Before  Wiehe  came  in?  After  Wiehe  came  in  did 
he  engage  in  conversation? 

Mr,  McGowAN.  Very  little,  I  think. 

Senator  Kern.  If  he  engaged  in  conversation  at  all,  what  ctrnver- 
sation  did  he  engage  in  and  with  whom  ? 

Mr,  McGowAN.  He  was  talking  in  general,  the  same  as  the  rest  of 
the  passengers. 

Senator  Kern.  Have  you  any  recoUectiwi  as  to  what  conTeraatt<at 
Mr.  Wiehe  engaged  in? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No;  I  have  not. 

Senator  Kern.  Do  you  remember  anything  Mr.  Wi«he  said  ! 

Mr,  McGowan.  No;  I  do  not. 

Senator  Kern,  Do  you  remember  anything  Mr.  Bui^ss  said  after 
Mr.  Wiehe  came  in  ? 

Mr.  McGowan.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  What? 
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Mr.  MctiowAN.  He  was  addressing  Ciisson.  They  were  talking 
about  some  new  elertric-light  bulb. 

Senator  Kern".  With  whom  was  he  talking  then  ? 

Mr,  McGowAN.  Burgess  was  talking  to  Ciisson. 

Senator  Kern.  Oh  !     To  Cusson? 

Mr,  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern,  They  carried  on  a  conversation  on  the  subject  of 
electric-li^t  bulbs? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  What  were  these  other  men  doing  at  that  time — 
or  was  there  anybody  in  the  compartment? 

Mr.  MrGowAN.  Johnson  was  there.  Price  was  there,  and  myself. 
I  think  they  were  just  listening,  the  same  as  I  was. 

Senator  Kern.  Was  that  before  Wiehe  came  in? 

Mr.  McGowAN,  Yes, 

Senator  K£BN.  After  Wiehe  came  in.  did  Burgess  talk  any? 

Mr.  MrGowAN.  I  do  not  recall  anything  he  said. 

Senator  Kkhn.  Then,  after  Wiehe  came  mto  the  cx)mpartment,  and 
during  the  time  he  remained  there,  you  do  not  remember  anything 
that  Wiehe  said,  and  do  not  remember  anything  that  BurgesH  said, 
during  that  period? 

Mr,  MrGowAN.  Nothing  definitely;  no. 

Senator  Joneb.  Do  von  remember  Burgess  talking  with  Wiehe 
at  all? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No;  I  do  not. 

Senator  Jones,  Do  you  think  he  did  not? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No;  not  to  Wiehe  particularly. 

Senator  Jones.  He  did  not  talk  particularly  to  Wiehe  at  any  time 
that  Wiehe  was  in  there? 

Mr,  McGfOWAN.  No  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  do  not  remember 
anything  that  Burgess  said  after  Wiehe  came  in  ? 

Mr,  McGowAN,  No ;  I  can  not  recall  anything  that  he  said. 

Senator  Kern.  Or  anything  that  Wiehe  said  to  anybody? 

Mr.  McGowAN,  No;  I  can  not. 

Senator  Jones.  Was  the  conversation  free  and  active  after  Wiehe 
came  in? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Just  usually  so. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  Wiehe  take  an  active  part  in  the  conversation? 

Mr.  McGrOWAN.  No;  he  did  not. 

Senator  Jones.  He  did  not? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No. 

Senates  Jones.  Did  he  take  any  particular  part  in  the  conversa- 
tion after  he  came  in  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  believe  he  did,  but  just  what  statements  he 
made — I  believe  he  was  discussing,  perhaps,  the  reciprocity  question, 
the  same  as  any  other  person  would. 

Senator  Keen.  What  did  Wiehe  say  about  the  reciprocity  question  I 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  do  not  recall  what  he  said. 

Senator  Kern.  What  side  of  reciprocity  did  he  take? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Kern.  You  heard  him,  did  you  not? 

"Mr,  McGowAN.  I  heard  him ;  yes. 

Senatof  Kern.  You  heard  everything  he  said,  did  you  not! 
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Mr.  McGrowAN.  Yee. 

Senator  Jombs.  Did  Burgess  talk  reciprocity  at  all? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  He  was  talking  with  me. 

Senator  Jones.  What  do  you  say? 

Mr.  McGiowAN.  Yes. 

Senator  Joms.  After  Wiehe  came  in? 

Mr.  McGrowAN-  Yes;  he  was. 

Senator  Jonxa.  What  position  did  he  take  on  it? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  do  not  recall  whether  he  was  in  favor  of  it  or 
against  it. 

Senator  Gamble.  You  secured  some  valaable  information,  did 
you,  on  the  subject  of  reciprocity,  from  the  discussion  of  Burgess 
and  others? 

Mr,  McGowAN.  No. 

Mr.  Mabbu:.  When  you  left  Keeina  for  Toronto,  where  your  ticket 
read,  did  you  buy  a  round-trip  ticKetf 

Mr,  McGowan.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Mabble.  And  you  were  returning  on  the  return  portion  of  a 
round-trip  ticket? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  signed  that  ticket,  did  you? 

Mr,  McGowAN.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Your  name  is  signed  to  it.  Did  you  stay  in  this 
smoking  room  uninterruptedly  from  the  time  you  left  Duluth  until 
you  arrived  at  Virginia? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes ;  I  did. 

Mr.  Masble.  You  are  sure  about  that  i 

Mr.  McGrOWAN.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr,  Marble.  You  are  sure  you  did  not  go  to  (he  toilet  op  go  ont 
to  get  cigars  or  anything  of  the  sort? 

Mr.  IVfcGowAN.  No;  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Marble.  Where  was  Mr.  Burgess  sitting  with  relation  to  the 
place  where  you  were  sitting?     First,  where  were  you  sitting! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  was  sitting  next  to  the  window  on  the  seat  for 
four. 

Mr.  Marble.  Where  was  Mr.  Burgess  sitting? 

Mr,  McGowan.  He  was  sitting  t»  my  right,  in  a  chair  near  the 
entrance. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  far  from  you? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Oh,  5  or  6  feet. 

Mr.  Marble.  Five  or  six  feet.  Was  he  sitting  nearer  the  other 
end  of  the  couch  than  to  you?  Was  he  nearer  the  other  end  than 
he  was  to  you? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  Mr,  Burgess  sit  in  that  chair  uninterruptedlv 
from  the  time  he  left  Duluth  until  he  got  to  Virginia? 

Mr.  McGowAK,  I  think  he  did. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  he  go  out  at  all? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No;  I  think  not. 

Mr.  Marble,  Did  he  change  seats  at  all? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  he  get  up? 

Mr.  McGowan.  I  do  not  think  .so, 

Mr.  Marble,  Where  was  Mr.  Wiehe  sitting? 
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Mr.  McGowAN.  He  was  sitting  next  to  me. 

Mr.  Makble.  How  close? 

Mr.  McGowAN,  As  close,  as  he  could  get — sitting  right  next  to  me 
when  there  were  four  on  the  seat. 

Mr.  Masble.  How  far  was  he  from  you  ? 

Mr.  McGrowAN.  Almost  touching  me. 

Mr.  Ma£bu^  Whan  did  jou  first  learn  that  it  was  Mr.  Wiehe  who 
sat  next  to  you? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Aiter  they  had  gone  out. 

Mr.  Mabble.  After  they  tad  gone  out,  that  night,  when  Mr.  Price 
told  you ! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble  (to  counsel).  Have  you  the  affidavit  here? 

Mr.  Htnes.  I  do  not  know  whether  that  is  the  one  or  not. 

Mr.  Marbix  (to  the  witness).  Did  you  make  more  than  one  affi- 
davit? 

Mr.  McGowan.  No,  air. 

Mi'.  "ItfiiimT.tt.  Then  this  one  must  be  the  one.  Is  this  the  affidavit 
that  you  made?    [Exhibiting  paper  to  witness.] 

Mr.  McGlowiN.  That  is  my  signature. 

Mr.  Marble.  Is  that  the  affidavit  that  you  made? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes,  sir. 

(By  request  the  stenographer  marked  the  paper  referred  to  "  Ex- 
hibit McGowan  No.  3,  July  18j  1911.") 

Mr.  Marble.  You  have  said  repeatedly  that  you  stayed  in  the 
smoking  room  all  the  time  from  Duluth  to  Virginia! 

Mr.  McGtowAN.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Marble.  And  Mr,  Wiehe  went  out.  Did  you  see  liim  after  he 
went  out? 

Mr.  McGowan.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  see  him  when  he  got  off  the  train  ? 

Mr.  McGowAH.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  also  said  that  you  thouglit  a  Weyerhaeuser 
looked  in  at  the  door.  What  makes  you  think  a  Weyerhaeuser  looked 
in  at  the  door! 

Mr,  McGowAN.  Mr,  Price  told  me  that  that  was  Weyerhaeuser 
who  did. 

Mr.  Marble.  Who  looked  in  at  the  door.  You  remembered  that 
someone  had  looked  in  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Mr,  Hines  also  looked  in  at  the  door,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes — Mr.  Hines. 

Mr.  Marbi,e,  Do  you  know  where  Mr.  Wiehe  went  wlien  lie  left  the 
smcJring  room  ? 

Mr.  HcGowAN.  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Marble.  The  greater  portion  of  the  journey  from  Duliith  to 
Virginia,  he  was  out  of  your  sight,  was  he! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes, 

Mr,  Marble,  If  the  committee  please,  we  will  offer  thiR  affidavit  in 
evidence,  and,  with  the  permission  of  the  committee,  I  will  read  it : 
"  Canada,  Province  of  Saskatchewan,  to  wit: 

"In  the  matter  of  a  statement  made  by  William  Burgess,  of 
Duluth,  Minn.,  relative  to  the  election  of  William  Lorimer  as  United 
States  Senator  for  the  State  of  Illinois,  , 
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"  I,  Charles  McGowan,  of  the  city  of  Elora,  in  the  Province  of 
Ontario,  Canada,  now  temporarily  residing  at  Reginia,  in  the  Pror- 
ince  of  Saskatchewan,  do  solemly  declare — 

"  1.  That  I  was  apassenger  on  the  sleeping  car  Se^^na  which  left 
Duluth,  Minn.,  on  Tuesday,  the  7th  day  of  March,  A.  D.  1911,  At  or 
about  7.10  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  the  railroad  being  the  Duluth, 
Mlsabe  A  North^n  BaUroad. 

"  2,  That  during  said  trip  I  was  in  the  open  car  and  was  also  in 
the  smoking  compartment  of  said  car;  that  I  entered  the  smoking 
Compartment  soon  after  the  train  left  Duluth  and  was  in  the  smok- 
ing compartment  continuously  until  the  train  reached  Virginia, 
Mmn. ;  that  I  was  in  the  smoking  compartment  after  Mr.  0.  F. 
Wiehe  had  left  the  smoking  compartment  and  Mr.  Wiehe  did  not 
return  to  the  smoking  compartment  after  he  had  left  same  and  up 
to  the  time  the  train  arrived  at  Virginia,  Minn. 

"  3.  That  while  I  was  in  the  smoking  compartment  I  heard  no  con- 
versation between  any  of  the  passengers  in  the  smoking  compart- 
ment in  regard  to  the  election  of  Hon.  William  Loriraer  to  the 
United  States  Senate  from  Illinois,  and  there  was  no  discussion  or 
mention  while  I  was  in  the  smoking  compartment  in  regard  to  Mr. 
Lorimer's  election  or  any  matter  pertaining  thereto, 

"4.  That  to  my  knowledge  Mr.  C.  F,  Wiehe  was  with  a  partv  of 
eight  or  nine  people  and  he  was  continuously  with  some  of  these 
people  during  the  entire  trip  between  Duluth  and  Virginia,  Minn.; 
that  no  conversation  as  indicated  was  held  upon  the  car  in  my  pres- 
ence, nor  did  I  hear  any  of  the  passengers  on  said  car  discuss  or  men- 
tion the  matter  of  Mr.  Lorimers  election ;  that  if  any  such  conversa- 
tion WHS  had  between  any  of  the  passengers  on  said  car  in  my  prox- 
imity I  would  have  heard  it. 

"And  I  make  this  solemn  declaration  conscientiously  believing  it  to 
be  true  and  knowing  that  it  is  of  the  same  force  and  effect  as  if  made 
under  oath  and  by  virtue  of  the  Canada  evidence  act. 

"Chahles  McGowan. 

"Declared  before  me  at  the  city  of  Moosejaw,  in  the  Province  of 
Saskatchewan,  this  24th  day  of  May,  A.  D,  1911. 

"  [sE,vL.]  "  Fred.  G,  Mhj^r, 

".-I  Notary  Public  in  and  for  the  Province  of  Saskatchewan. 

"My  commission  expires  December  31,  1912." 

Now,  Mr,  McGowan,  was  Mr.  William  Lorimer's  name  mentioned 
by  Mr.  Shields? 

Mr.  McGowan.  No;  it  was  not. 

Mr,  Marble.  And  this  affidavit  was  prepared  by  him  after  con- 
versation with  you  in  which  that  name  was  not  mentioned? 

Mr.  McGowan.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Marbi^.  Did  you  tell  Mr.  Shields  that  Mr.  Wiehe  was  continu- 
ously with  some  of  the  people  in  his  party  during  the  entire  trip  be- 
tween Duluth  and  Virginia? 

Mr.  McGowan.  Yes ;  I  did. 

Mr.  Marble.  Why  did  you  tell  him  that?  ' 

Mr.  McGowan.  Because  he  asked  me, 

Mr.  Marbi£.  Because  he  asked  you?  And  why  did  you  tell  liiiu 
that? 

Mr.  McGowan.  Because  it  was  the  truth.  -, 
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Ml".  Mabble.  How  did  you  know  ? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  I  did  not  see  him  with  anybody  else. 

Mr.  Marbu:.  How  did  you  know  that  he  was  continuously,  to  your 
knowledge,  with  some  of  the  p&i'ty  of  eight  or  nine  people  during 
that  trip  from  Duluth  to  Virginia?    Who  told  you  thatH 

Mr.  McGowAK,  No  person  told  me  that 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  see  iti 

Mr,  McCJowAN.  Na 

Mr.  Mabble.  Then,  why  did  you  say  it  in  this  affidavit,  and  why 
did  you  repeat  it  here?    Was  this  affidavit  truet 

Mr.  McGowan.  True,  to  my  knowledge. 

Mr.  Marbl£.  Very  well,  then.  Why  did  you  put  in  this  affidavit 
that  statement  about  Mr.  Wiehef 

Mr,  McGowAN.  I  must  have  misunderstood  it, 

Mr.  Marble.  You  must  have  misunderstood  who! 

Mr.  McGowAN.  The  affid'avit. 

Mr.  Marble.  Then,  is  the  affidavit  true? 

Mr.  McGowAN,  If  it  reads  that  he  was  continuously  with  his  party, 
it  is  not  altogether  true. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  read  the  affidavit  before  you  signed  it? 

Mr.  McGowAN,  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Marble,  Did  you  read  that  portion  of  it? 

Mr,  McGowan.  I  think  I  did. 

Mr.  Marble.  Wlw  did  you  not  take  exception  to  it! 

Mr.  McGowAN,  I  did  not  notice  it. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  did  not  notice  it?  Did  you  not  notice  the  state- 
ments in  this  affidavit  before  you  signed  it? 

Mr.  McGoWAN.  Yes;  I  noticed  them. 

Mr.  Marble.  That  is  all. 

Mr.  HrNBS.  Mr,  McGowan,  Mr.  Wiehe  was  with  his  friends,  was 
he  not,  to  your  knowledge,  while  he  was  in  the  smoking  compart- 
ment? 

Mr.  McGowan.  ^Vhen  he  was  in  the  smoking  compartment  he  was 
in  there  with  his  friends  all  the  time. 

Mr,  Hynes.  And  when  you  saw  him  go  out,  did  you  see  that  he 
went  out  at  the  request  or  call  of  Mr.  Hines? 

Mr.  McGowan.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  ETynes.  And  he  did  not  come  back? 

Mr.  McGowan.    Ko,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Would  that  lead  you  to  understand  that  he  was  with 
his  friends  all  the  time? 

Mr.  McGowan.  It  naturally  would. 

Mr,  Marbi^.  '\l'hy  did  you  state  in  thiK  affidavit  that  you  were  on 
the  sleeping  car  Hegina  ? 

Mr.  McGowan.  Because  T  noticed  that  was  the  name  on  it. 

Mr.  Marble.  Where  did  you  notice  the  name? 

Mr.  McGowam.  MTien  I  was  entering. 

Senator  Jones.  You  said  in  the  affidavit,  also,  Mr.  McGowan,  that 
you  were  in  the  open  car  part  of  the  time,  did  you  not?  It  seems  to 
me  it  was  that  way. 

Mr,  McGowan.  Yes;  I  went  there  with  my  grip. 

Senator  Jones.  That  is  what  you  referred  to?  You  went  to  your 
berth  and  put  your  grip  in  the  berth  ? 

Mr.  McGowan.  \  es. 
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Mr.  HrNEfl.  And  when  you  got  to  Virginia,  did  you  go  out  and  get 
your  grip  J 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mabblb.  Did  you  notice  the  name  of  the  car  that  you  occupied 
from  Vir^ia  to  Winmpeg? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No ;  I  did  not  The  reason  I  noticed  this  one  was 
because  it  was  the  Regina. 

Mr.  Marbub.  Did  you  furnish  the  name  to  Mr.  Shields  of  that  car? 

Mr.  McGowAN.  No,  sir. 

Mr,  Mahble.  Or  did  he  furnish  it  to  you  t 

Mr.  McGrowAN.  He  furnished  it — wdl,  I  knew  it,  but  he  spoke  of 
it  as  the  car  Regina. 

Mr.  Marble.  Was  the  name  Begina  mentiimed  before  he  went  to 
prepare  the  affidavit? 

Mr.  McGowan.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  are  sure  of  thatf        ' 

Mr.  McGowAN.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  That  is  one  of  the  things  you  forgot  to  tell  us,  in  tell- 
ing this  conversation,  before  the  affidavit  was  prepared! 

Mr.  McGowan.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Does  anything  else  occur  to  you  that  you  forgot  to 
tell  us! 

Mr.  McGowan.  No. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Yoq  say  that  you  changed  to  another  car,  or  to  another 
train,  or  what  was  it,  when  you  got  to  Virginia! 

Mr.  McGrOWAN.  We  changed  to  another  car. 

Mr.  Hynes.  On  the  same  train! 

Mr.  McGowan.  I  could  not  say  whether  it  was  or  not. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  do  not  know  that!  Do  you  know  whether  the 
train  bore  the  same  number  going  from  Virginia,  or  at  the  time  this 
declaration  was  made,  when  you  got  to  the  border,  that  it  did  when 
you  got  into  it ! 

Mr.  McOowan.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Hynes.  I  notice  that  the  stub  of  your  railroad  ticket,  or  sleeper 
ticket,  bears  date  "  Month,  3 ;  day,  7 ;  year,  '11."  This  declaration 
bears  date  "  Month,  3 ;  day,  8 ;  year,  '11.  Now,  do  you  know  whether 
that  was  made  after  midnight  or  before? 

Mr.  McGowan.  No  ;  I  do  not  recall. 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  do  not  remember  how  that  was! 

Senator  Gamble.  How  far  is  the  international  boundary  line  from 
Virginia  ? 

Mr.  McGowan.  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Gamble.  Do  you  remember  what  time  you  left  Virginia  ? 

Mr.  McGowan.  I  think  about  possibly  10  o'clock,  or  somewhere 
around  there. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Do  you  know  how  far  you  had  to  go  before  getting 
into  Canada! 

Mr.  McGowan,  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Do  you  remember  whether  it  was  that  night  or  the 
next  morning! 

Mr.  McGowan.  I  do  not.    It  was  sometime  before  I  went  to  bed. 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  went  to  bed  soon  after  you  got  on  the  car,  did 
you  not! 

Mr.  McQowan.  Well,  yes. 
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Mr.  Htneb.  I  want  to  read  the  contents  of  this  paper  [Exhibit 
McGxjwan  No.  1],  but  I  do  not  want  to  surrender  this  paper,  because 
I  am  iudEormed  that  it  is  given  to  ns  by  the  authorities  there,  to  be 
h^d  and  returned  to  them  after  it  has  been  used  here,  and  I  would 
like  the  privilege  of  doing  that.  We  are  not  permitted  to  surrender 
it,  I  am  informed,  and  it  must  go  back  to  their  files. 

The  Chairman.  There  is  no  objection  to  that. 

Mr,  Marbi£.  We  should  like  to  have  it  retained  here  for  a  little 
tiine,  however,  for  the  present. 

Hr.  Htnes.  All  right. 

The  Chaibuan.  That  will  be  done. 

(The  paper  just  referred  to  by  Mr.  Hynes  is  as  follows:) 
EzaiBiT  McGowAR  1. — Jm-i  18,  1911. 
Form  916, 

May  24,  I&IO. — Chaa.  McGowan. 

CAHADIAIT    ITOBTHEBU    RAILWAT,    PABBESQEA    T&AFFIC    DEPABTUEnX, inrOBUATlOIT 

FOB    CANADIAN    lUUlORATION    AND    HEALTH    irlSPECTlOH    AT    FOBI    7BANCES,    OIT- 

1.  Name,  Charles  McGowan. 

2.  Where  from  (If  United  States  clttsen,  mention  what  State)?    Elora,  On- 

3.  Is  it  foar  Intention  to  remain  In  Gnnada? 
4-  What  la  your  occupation? 

5.  What  Is  your  destination? 

6.  Have  yon  a  family  witlt  yon  on  this  train?  If  bo,  give  number  of  ndnlta, 
male  or  female,  and  chlldrai,  male  or  female. 

7.  Are  you  and  those  accompanying  you  in  good  bealth? 

8.  When  and  where  vaccinated,  and  If  succeBsfuI? 

Chab,  McGowar. 
FasBengers  must  he  prepared  to  produce  the  vaccluntloii  mark  if  the  medical 
officer  so  desires.    If  they  luiTe  not  been  vaccinated,  the  law  compels  that  this 
be  done  before  they  are  allowed  to  enter  the  conntry. 
Berth  No.  9;  car,  Kekehke. 
Train  No.  1. 
Date,  March  8, 1911. 

B.  B.  Miller, 
Sleeping  Gar  Conductor. 
Mr.  Htnm.  I  will  introduce  as  an  exhibit  this  railroad  coupon  or 
stub  in  connection  with  the  testimony  of  Mr.  McGowan. 

(The  coupon  referred  to  has  heretofore  been  marked  "  Exhibit 
McGowan  No.  2.") 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  did  not  make  two  trips,  one  on  the  7th  and  the 
other  on  the  8th,  on  that  line,  did  you? 
Mr,  McGtowAN.  No,  sir;  one  tnp. 

TESTIKONT  OF  BDIXDrG  ASTHTrS  JOHKSON. 

B.  A,  Johnson,  being  duly  sworn,  was  examined,  and  testified  as 
follows : 

Mr,  Htwbs,  Mr.  Johnson,  state  your  full  name,  please. 

Mr.  Joh:4SON.  B.  A.  Johnson, 

Mr.  Htnbs,  Where  do  you  reside! 

Mr.  Johnson.  Chicago. 

Mr,  Htnes,  What  has  been  your  business  for  some  years? 

Mr,  Johnson.  I  ha;ve  been  the  general  staff  representative  of  the 
American  Lumberman  until  Julv  6,  /  -  i 
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Mr.  Htmbb.  What  is  that?    A  trade  paper? 

Mr.  JoHMBoN.  A  trade  lutnb^  newspaper. 

Mr.  Hynes.  ^XTiat  is  it !  A  paper  of  extensive  or  of  limited  dr- 
culation  * 

Mr.  Johnson.  As  compared  with  general  mediuins,  it  is  of  limited 
circulation.  As  compared  with  trade  journals,  it  is  of  lat^  circu- 
lation. 

Mr.  Hynbs.  When  did  your  connection  with  that  commenoe! 

Mr.  Johnson.  When  the  paper  began ;  in  1899. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Mr.  Johnson,  you  were  mentioned  by  Mr.  Burgess  it- 
having  been  on  the  train  going  from  Duiuth  to  Virginia  City  on  the 
evening  of  March  7  last.     Do  3011  recall  it  ? 

Mr.  J011N8ON.  I  do. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Were  you  on  that  train  t 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  was. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  know  Mr.  Burgess? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  had  never  seen  Mr.  BurgeHS  before,  and  did  not 
learn  his  name  until  the  nest  day,  in  Virginia. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  t^ee  him  the  next  day  in  Virginia? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  aid. 

Mr.  Hynes.  UTiat  portion  of  the  train  did  vou  occupy  on  tbit 
trip? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  sat  in  several  of  the  seats;  two  or  three,  probably; 
in  the  body  of  the  car  and  in  the  smoking  room. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Mr.  Ji^nson,  were  you  in  tlie  smoking  room} 

Mr.  Johnson.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  HvNES.  What  time  did  you  go  into  the  smoking  compart- 
ment? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Oh,  I  think  a  few  minutes  after  we  left  Duhith, 
1  am  not  definite  as  to  just  what  time  I  went  in  there. 

Mr,  IIykes.  Do  you  remember  what  place  in  the  smoking  com- 
partment you  occupied? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  do. 

Mr.  Hynes.  What  was  it? 

Mr.  JoHMWN.  I  sat  in  a  chair  next  to  the  window. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Not  on  the  leatlier  seat  that  runs  transversely  to 
the  car? 

Mr.  Johnson.  >'o,  sir;  in  the  chair. 

Mr.  Hynm.  Who  else  do  yoii  remember  were  in  that  sniokinfF 
compartment  ? 

Mr.  Johnson., Mr.  F.  E.  Weyerhaeuser,  whom  I  did  not  at  tli»t 
time  know,  but  whom  I  have  since  met  formally ;  Mr.  Cusson.  of 
Virginia ;  Mr.  C.  F.  Wiehe ;  a  man  whom  I  afterwards  learned  wa-; 
Mr.  McGowan,  of  Regina;  and  I  saw  briefly,  for  a  moment,  in  thf 
door  of  the  smoking  compartment  that  day,  Mr.  John  Weyer- 
haeuser. 

Mr.  HvNES.  Did  he  sit  down? 

Mr.  Johnson.  He  did  not. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  who  else,  that  you  recall? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  think  that  is  alL 

Mr.  Hynes,  Do  you  remember  whether  there  were  others  dand- 
ing  or  sitting  there  that  yon  did  not  know? 

ftlr.  Johnson.  Well,  two  or  three  people  went  out,  that  I  took 
no  particular  notice  of.' 
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Mr.  Htnes.  Have  yoa  seen  a  Mr.  Price  t 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  hare  seen  a  gouleman  here,  since,  by  the  name 

of  Price. 
Mr.  Htkes.  Do  you  remember  whether  he  was  in  that  otmpart- 

meot! 

Mr.  JoHKSON.  I  have  no  distinct  rememlwance  of  Mr.  Price.  I 
vould  not  have  remembered  him  had  I  not  had  my  attoitioa  called 

to  him. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Do  you  remember  whether  you  or  Mr.  Wiehe  entered 
that  smoking  compartmeot  lir^t;  whether  he  came  in  after  you  or 
not? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  think  he  came  in  after  I  did.  I  am  mK  very  defi- 
nite about  that,  but  I  think  he  came  in  after  I  did. 

Mr.  Hykeb.  And  that  was  about  how  long  after  the  train  started  I 

Mr.  Johnson.  It  could  not  have  been  very  long,  because  I  imagioe 
I  was  in  there  only  about  25  or  30  minutes,  and  maybe  not  that  long. 

Mr,  Htnes.  Did  Mr.  Wiehe  remain  in  there  all  the  time  that  you 
were  there  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  He  did. 

Mr.  Htnes.  When  did  he  go  out  i 

Mr.  Johnson.  As  to  the  duration  of  time  that  he  was  in  there, 
or  what? 

Mr.  HrNES.  I  want  to  known  what  time,  if  you  know — whether 
vou  or  he  went  out  of  that  compartmoit  first. 

Mr.  JouNeoN.  He  did. 

Mr.  HyNEa  How  long  after  he  left  did  you  remain? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  remained  but  a  short  lime.  I  practically  followed 
him  out. 

Mr.  Hyhes.  During  the  time  that  you  were  in  there  and  that  Mr. 
Wiehe  was  in  there.  Mr.  Johnson,  was  Mr.  Bureess  in  there,  as  vou 
recaU!  b  ,       j 

Mr.  Johnson.  He  was. 

Mr.  Htnes.  During  that  time  was  there  anything  said  in  conversa- 
tion there  by  Mr.  Wiehe  with  respect  to  the  efection  of  Senator 
Lorimer  ( 

Mr.  Johnson,  There  was  not 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  hear  Mr.  Burgess  say  anything  about  the 
election  of  Senator  lx>rimeti 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  did  not, 

Mr.  Htnbs.  Was  the  subject  of  a  jack  pot  mentioned  in  that  con- 
versation ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  It  was  not 

Mr.  Htnes.  When  Mr.  Wiehe  was  in  there  and  you  were  there! 

Mr.  Johnson.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Was  anything  said  about  a  fund  of  $100,000  being 
raised  for  the  election  of  Senator  Lorimer! 

Mr.  Johnson.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Or  about  any  other  amount  of  money  being  raised! 

Mr,  Johnson.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes,  Did  Mr.  Wiehe  say  that  he  had  made  a  contribution, 
and  that  he  knew  that  such  a  fund  had  been  raised? 

Mr.  Johnson.  No,  sir. 

iir.  Hynes.  Or  that  a  jack  pot  had  been  raised ! 


10118S— rr  6—11 18 


H;»  Google 


1524  SENATOE  FROM   ILUNOIS. 

Mr.  Johnson.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Htneb.  Or  had  been  used  in  any  way  or  with  any  connection 
with  the  election  of  Senator  Lorimer!    . 

Mr.  Johnson,  He  did  not. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  Did  he  state  that  he  knew  what  he  was  talking  abom 
in  making  a  statement  like  that  because  he  had  contributed  $]O.OO0 
to  it  himself? 

Mr.  Johnson.  He  did  not. 

Mr.  Hynks.  Or  that  he  had  subscribed  $10,000  or  any  words  to 
that  effect? 

Mr,  Johnson.  He  did  not, 

Mr.  Htne8.  Was  anything  like  that  saidt 

Mr,  Johnson.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Are  you  satisfied,  Mr.  Johnson,  that  if  anythinc  n{ 
that  kind  had  been  said  you  would  have  heard  it  and  rMnembered  it! 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  certainly  would. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Was  there  anything  said  tliere  about  a  Father  Greenl 

Mr.  Johnson.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Was  there  anything  said  by  Mr.  Wiehe  or  anybwit 
else  there  about  a  Chicago  newspaper  having  employed  a  detective 
Mency,  and  that  one  of  the  detectives  had  gone  to  confession  in 
Father  Green  and  told  him  that  he  had  been  engaged  in  gelliDg 
trumped-up  evidence  against  Senator  Lorimer,  and  that  Father 
Green  refused  to  give  aosolution  to  the  penitent,  to  this  detective, 
unless  he  would  make  reparation  for  what  he  had  been  doing  and 
disclose  all  that  he  had  be«n  doing?  Was  that,  or  any  portion  of 
it  said,  or  anything  like  that  said  in  that  conversation  by  Mr.  Wiehe 
or  by  anybody  else? 

Mr.  Johnson.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Do  you  remember  whether  Father  Green's  name  wn^ 
mentioned  in  any  way? 

Mr.  Johnson.  It  was  not. 

Mr.  Htnes,  Or  any  other  Catholic  priest ;  or  the  word  "  priest  "'- 
whether  it  was  mentioned? 

Mr.  Johnson.  There  was  no  mention  made  of  a  priest. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Where  did  Mr.  Wiehe  sit?  Give  us  your  recoUectior. 
Mr.  Johnson,  of  where  you  all  sat,  so  far  as  you  can  remember  it. 

Mr.  Johnson.  Supposing  that  the  chair  that  I  am  sitting  in  stood 
in  relation  to  the  car  as  I  now  bear  a  relation  to  this  room,  with  the 
window  upon  my  right.  Mr.  Wiehe  sat  either  two  or  three  remove 
from  the  man  who  sat  immediately  in  front.  That  man,  I  have  sin« 
learned,  was  Mr.  McGowan.  Mr.  Wiehe  must  have  sat  next  to  Mr. 
McGowan,  Mr.  Cusson  just  beyond  Mr.  Wiehe,  and  Mr.  F.  E.  Wey- 
erhaeuser m  about  that  direction  from  myself. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  In  the  other  comer? 

Mr.  Johnson.  In  the  other  comer.  i 

Mr.  Htnes.  At  the  opposit*  end  from  Mr.  McGowan  t 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  remember  that  there  must  have  been — there  prob- 
ably might  have  been  another  man  beyond  him. 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  do  not  remember? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  am  not  definite  about  that.  I  know  that  Mr. 
Weyerhaeuser  was  in  about  that  angle  from  myself. 

Mr.  Htnes.  And  where  did  Mr.  Bui^ess  sit! 

Mr.  Johnson.  By  myself  here,  in  another  chair. 
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Mr.  Hynbs.  On  your  left? 

Mr,  Johnson.  On  my  left, 

Mr,  Hynes,  Opposite  the  corner  in  which  Mr.  McGowan  was,  or 
the  comer  in  which  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser  wast 

Mr,  Johnson.  If  opposite,  he  was  opposite  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser,  di- 
agonally from  Mr,  McGrowan. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  Mr.  John  Wereriiaeuser  sit  down  at  alii . 

Mr.  Johnson.  He  did  not  while  I  was  there. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Either  on  the  couch  or  in  a  chair,  did  hel 

Mr.  Johnson.  He  did  not. 

Mr.  Hynes.  How  long  did  he  remain,  or  did  be  come  raitirely  into 
the  room? 

Mr.  JoHNBoK.  My  remembrance  of  Mr.  John  Weyerhaeuser,  in  re- 
gard to  coming  to  the  smoking  room,  was  this,  that  he  pat  his  head 
into  the  Hmc^ing  room  and  pr<H»bly  spoke  generally  to  the  gentlemen 
whom  he  knew,  all  except  my,self.  I  had  not  at  that  time  feen  intto- 
duoed  to  Mr,  John  Weyerhaeuser  either,  but  I  caught  the  relation- 
flhip  between  him  and  F,  E.  Weyerhaeuser,  because  when  Mr.  John 
Weyerhaeu-ser  left  he  Said  something  about  the  smoke  being  too 
thick,  backed  out,  and  went  away;  and  Mr.  F.  E.  Weyerhaeuser  re- 
marked that  he — Mr.  F.  E.  Weyerhaeuser — was  the  only  member  of 
the  family^  who  smoked ;  that  John  did  not  smoke.  I  remember  that 
very  distinctly. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Was  Mr.  Wiehe  ranoking? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Mr.  Wiehe  was  not  smiling. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Who  Were  smoking? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  do  not  relntmber,  except  Mr.  F.  E.  Weyerhaeuser 
was  smoking,  and  Mr.  McGowan  was  smoking,  and  Mr.  Burgess,  pos- 
sibly, but  I  do  not  know  about  that. 

sir.  Hyn  es.  Did  you  go  back  into  the  smoker  aft«r  you  left  it  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Hynes.  I  think  that  is  all. 

The  Chaikman.  You  may  cross-examine. 

Mr.  Marble.  Shall  we  cross-examine  to-night? 

The  Chairman.  No;  I  think  not.     It  is  nflarly  half  past  5. 
(Whereupon,  at  5.  o'clock  and  IT  minutes  p.  m.,  the  committee  ad- 
journed until  to-morrow,  Wednesday,  July  19,  1911,  at  10  o'clock 
a.  m.) 


WEBHESDAT.  JULT  10.   1811. 

Senate  Office  BniLDiNO, 

WASHtNOTON,  D.  C. 

The  committee  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

Present:  Senators  Dillingham  (chairman),  Gamble,  Jones,  Ken- 
yon,  Johnson,  Fletcher,  and  Kern. 

Also  Mr.  John  H.  Marble  and  Mr.  John  J.  Healy,  Mr.  William  J, 
Hynes,  Mr.  Elbridge  Hanecy,  and  Mr.  Edgar  Farrar. 

TESTlilONY  OF  BOLUKO  ABTHUS  TOHKSOIT— Bennted. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Mr.  Johnson,  I  forgot  to  ask  you  how  your  attention 
was  first  called  to  this  inquiry  after  the  conversation  on  the  train 
which  occurred  going  from  Duluth  to  Virginia?  Gooolc 
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Mr,  Johnson.  In  the  middle  days  of  April  I  was  in  the  woods  of 
east  Texas  for  seven  or  eirfit  days  on  a  quest  for  my  paper,  and  com- 
ing out  of  the  woods  at  Livingston,  Tex.j  I  came  into  Houston  over 
the  Houston  East  &  West  Texas,  and  amved  in  Houston  on  Friday, 
April  21.  The  Houston  Post  of  that  morning  had  s<Mnething  con- 
cerning the  testimony  of  Mr.  Burgess  before  the  Helm  committee,  in 
which  he  had  connected  with  the  matter  a  party  by  the  name  of 
Johnson,  of,  he  said,  the  Northwestern  Lumberman.  My  friends  in 
Houston  are  numerous,  as  I  have  been  going  there  since  1889.  I  was 
immediately  connected  with  the  matter,  and  I  had  many  telephone 
calls  that  afternoon  and  ni^t.  I  met  my  friends,  Mr.  K.  M.  John- 
son, of  the  Post,  and  Mr.  Alarcellus  Foster,  of  the  Chronicle,  and 
fliey  each  wanted  to  know  what  it  was  all  about.  There  were  but  a 
few  lines  under  the  Washington  date  line  about  the  matter. 

Mr.  Htnbs.  The  Washington  date  line,  or  the  Springfield  date 
linet 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  should  say  the  Springfield  date  line.  I  knew  as 
little  as  they  did  about  anything  of  the  occurrence^  and  was  quite  in- 
terested, of  course.  I  was  stopping  at  the  Hotel  Bristol  for  the  first 
time  tiiat  I  had  ever  stopped  at  that  particular  hotel.  I  did  not  go 
h&ck  until  2  o'clock  on  Saturday  afternoon,  coming  from  New  C&- 
leans  the  next  day,  and  I  then  received  a  telegram  from  Mr.  C.  F. 
Wiehe,  in  which  he  recounted  something  more  of  what  had  occurred. 

Mr.  Htneb.  Have  you  the  telegram  with  you? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  have;  yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Htnes.  Will  you  please  produce  it  and  read  it? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Very  well.    It  is  as  follows: 

Chicago,  III,,  April  9B,  ISIJ, 
Bowling  Abthuk  JoRifaoN, 

Care  BrUtol  Hotel,  Houtton,  Tex.: 

Man  DHmed  BnrgeBB  clnltna  you  In  smoker  going  Virginia  about  time  of  an- 
nual lupftlns  BtockhoMei'S  Virginia  A  Ralne;  Lake  Co.  and  that  I  said  In  your 
presence  and  presence  at  Burgess  I  contributed  WO.OOO  to  the  Ijirlmer  slush 
fuDd.  Wire  me  If  you  heard  any  snch  conTersatlon.  Also  send  me  your 
affidavit    Very  Important 

a   F.   WlKHE. 

10.26  a.  m. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  you  reply  to  that? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  did  reply  to  it 

Mr.  HrHES.  Was  there  a  following  or  hurry-up  message? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Yes.  I  was  quite  concerned  aw)ut  tiiat  matter,  I 
notice  that  it  had  been  dated  at  10.25  o'clock  in  the  morning  and  I 
failed  to  get  it,  and  there  was  delivered  to  me  with  this  telegram  on 
office  telegram  of  inquiry  which  said  : 

Please  request  reply  our  dnte,  56  paid,  blue,  Bowling  Arthor  JohnsiHi,  Bristol 
Hotel,  sgd.  Wiebe.    If  undelivered,  report  promptly,  please. 

Chicago,  III.,  April  22,  1911— i£S  p.  m. 

Mr.  Hynes,  Did  you  make  reply  to  that? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Yes;  I  sent  a  day  letter  immediately. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Have  you  a  copy  of  that? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  have  a  canjon  copy  of  the  original,  which  was 
edited  by  me  and  which  reads: 

Houston,  April  82,  1911. 
To  C.  F.  Wieih:, 

Oare  Edward  Hinei  Lumber  Co.,  Chicago,  III.: 

Answering  your  day  letter  of  April  22,  received  bere  10.28  a.  m,  banded  me 
2.30  p.  m.,  can  come  directly  to  Chicago  or  any  other  place  you  deeiie  and  give 
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testimony  tbat  I  wns  on  train  referred  to,  saw  man  Borgess  mentlooed,  was 
Introduced  to  hlui  later  In  Virginia,  and  neyer  beard  convetsatlon  of  any  nature 
between  yourself  and  Burgess  or  heard  it  alleged  you  had  such  conversation. 
Can  send  no  afUdavit  from  Houston,  aa  am  packing  for  hurried  trip  to  McElroy, 
La.,  opening  Mil]  Ascension  Red  Cypress  Lumber  Co..  where  I  wilt  be  Monday, 
24.  At  Hotel  Grunewald,  New  Orleans,  all  day  Sunday.  There  again  Tuesday. 
BoLLiHo  Abthub  Joukboh. 
Paid.    Rush. 

I  meant  to  convey  to  Mr.  Wiehe  my  desire  to  make  an  affidavit. 
In  the  meantime  I  received  a  telegram,  which  I  have  not  eot,  from 
niv  paper  in  Chicago.  Evidently  they  had  given  Mr.  Wiehe  my 
address ;  otherwise  he  could  not  have  wired  me  at  the  Hotel  Bristol, 
beciiiise  I  had  never  been  to  that  particular  hotel  before. 

Senator  Jones.  Had  you  notified  your  paper  that  you  intended  to 
stop  there? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Yes. 

Senator  Jones.  Whent 

Mr.  Johnson.  Oh,  previously  a  week,  likely,  when  I  returned  to 
Houston,  that  I  would  go  to  the  Bristol. 

Senator  Jones.  What  led  you  to  go  there  when  you  had  not  been 
stopping  there  theretofore  i 

Mr.  Johnson,  It  was  a  better  hotel.  I  have  stopped  for  many 
years  at  the  Rice  and  I  had  ceased  to  like  it,  and  I  wanted  to  go  t« 
the  Bristol.  I  figured  my  newspaper  had  undoubtedly  told  Mr. 
"Wiehe  this,  because  there  would  have  been  no  other  way  of  findii^ 
it  out. 

Mr.  HrNES.  Did  you  get  another  dispatch  then  from  Mr.  Wiehe? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  did.  I  received  a  telegram  in  New  Orleans  from 
"Mr.  Wiehe  on  Sunday  and  which  is  as  follows: 

EvANSTON,  Iii.,  AprU  SS,  1911— 8M  p.  m. 
B.  ABTBua  JoHnsoR, 

Grwiewald  Hotel,  IteuJ  Orleans,  La.: 
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Mr.  Htnes.  You  did  not  send  any  affidavit!  " 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  go  to  Springfield! 

Mr.  Johnson.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  That  telegram  was  from  Mr.  Wiehe! 

Mr.  Johnson.  Yes;  dated  Evanst on,  111.,  AprU  23, 1911. 

Senator  Gamble,  Were  you  acquainted  with  Mr.  Wiehe! 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  have  known  him  casually  for  15  years.  I  never 
had  any  business  transactions  with  him. 

The  Chaifman.  But  you  knew  him? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Yes;  as  a  working  newspaper  man  I  was  bound  to. 

The  Chaibman.  You  knew  who  he  was! 

Mr.  Johnson.  Oh,  yes,  indeed. 

Senator  Kehn.  Your  paper  is  the  organ  of  the  Lumbermen's  As- 
socintion!  .     , 

Mr.  Johnson.  My  paper  is  not  the  organ  of  any  association. 

Senator  Kers.  What  is  your  paper! 

Mr.  Johnson.  The  American  Lumberman,  of  Chicago. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Toll  us  what  your  experience  had  been  in  that  line  of 
work.  ,^,^1^. 
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Mr.  Johnson.  Well,  I  will  recount  it  to  you  briefly.  I  have  been 
a  lumber  trade  newspaper  man  for  25  years.  My  first  experience  was 
with  the  then  old  Lumber  Trade  Journal,  of  Clucago.  After  a  short 
■  time  with  that  paper  I  went  with  J.  E.  Deffibaugh,  then  starting  the 
Timberman.  I  was  with  him  a  year  or  two,  and  then  became  con- 
nected again  with  the  Lumber  Trade  Journal,  under  another  man- 
agement, in  1889.  In  1894.  while  having  been  all  this  while  with  the 
Lumber  Trade  Journal,  I  bought  a  quarter  interest  in  it,  and  it  was 
removed  to  New  Orleans,  where  it  yet  remains. 

In  the  same  year,  1894,  I  severed  my  connection  with  that  publi- 
cation, sold  my  interest,  and  returned  to  Chicago  and  became  a  staff 
representative  of  the  Timberman,  Mr.  Deflibflugh's  paper,  and  re- 
mained with  him  in  the  general  capacity  of  all-around  newspaper 
man,  covering  conventions,  writing  advertising  and  doing  all  man- 
ner and  sorts  of  work  necessary  with  a  trade  publication,  until  ISlLi, 
I  was  with  the  Lumber  Trade  Journal  from  1889  to  1894,  and  then 
from  the  early  part  of  18&4  to  the  beginning  of  1895  I  was  with  tlie 
Timberman.  In  1899  the  Timberman,  owned  bv  Mr,  J.  E.  Deffi- 
bau^,  and  the  Northwestern  Lumberman,  owneif  by  W.  B.  Jitd^on. 
were  consolidated,  and  from  that  consolidation  was  made  the  Ameri- 
can Lumberman,  Shortly  after  the  consolidation  of  the  paper;  1 
left  the  publication  for  other  work — the  lumber  trade  work.  On 
the  2d  of  May,  1902, 1  returned  to  the  employ  of  the  American  Liiii'- 
berman,  where  I  have  remained  ever  since,  under  contract,  under 
two  different  contracts,  that  were  made  with  me,  the  last  one  of 
which  expired  July  6.  and  I  was  just  in  the  act  of  making  another 
oMitract  or  negotiating  for  one  when  I  received  this  summons  to  cone 
to  AVashington,  and  as  the  matter  stands  now  I  am  not  employed,  am! 
will  not  be  until  some  future  time. 

Mr.  HvNEs.  That  negotiation  is  pending? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Yes;  I  am  supposed  to  be  on  a  vacation. 

Mr,  Htnes.  You  have  seen  Mr.  McGowan  here,  from  Canada ! 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  have. 

Mr.  Hynes,  Is  he  the  young  man  that  you  spoke  of  as  the  yoiins: 
Canadian  who  was  in-that  compartment! 

Mr.  Johnson,  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Do  you  recognize  him! 

Mr.  Johnson.  T  do  recognize  him.  I  was  very  much  imprest 
with  him  on  the  train,  I 

Senator  Kehn.  I  see  by  your  testimony  in  the  last  investigaiiin 
that  you  designate  him  as  a  young,  talkative,  Canadian  drummer !     i 

Mr.  Johnson,  Yes;  I  did.  ' 

Senator  Kern.  How  did  you  get  the  impression  that  he  was  talts-, 
tive?  I 

Mr.  JoHN-soN.  I  got  the  impression  that  he  was  a  drummer— tin 
impression  one  may  get.     He  was  of  good  address,  and  be  i* 
traveled  fellow.    I  3ia  not  inquire  into  his  business. 

Senator  Kern.  Was  it  from  anything  he  said! 

Mr,  Johnson.  Yes;  I  gathered  from  the  amount  of  travel  that  lia 
did  that  he  must  be  associated  in  some  commercial  matter. 

Senator  Kern.  "VVns  there  anything  he  said  that  led  you  to  hfliem 
that  he  was  a  commercial  drummer? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Nothing  more  than  his  apparently  varied  travel. 

Senator  Kern.  He  was  talkative! 
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Mr.  Johnson.  He  was  talkative,  and  interestincly  so.  I  did  not 
mean  that  in  any  opprobrious  way.  He  iuterestea  me  very  much,  as 
he  was  willing  to  talk  a  ^eat  deal  about  his  country,  and  naturally 
I  was  interested  In  knowing  what  I  might  at  first  hand.  I  can  not 
say  that  I  gained  any  knowledge  that  I  retained  any  definite  length 
or  time,  but  he  interested  me  at  the  moment  in  the  smoking-room 
gossip. 

Mr.  HrNEfl.  Do  you  remember  what  time  during  your  presence  in 
the  smoking  compartment  his  conversation  about  his  country  oc- 
curred ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Oh,  in  a  desultory  way  during  the  limited  time  I 
remained  there. 

Senator  Kxrn.  How  long  did  you  say  you  were  in  there? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  suppose  I  was  in  there  25  or  30  minutes.  I  can 
not  say  definitely.    It  was  not  a  very  long  time. 

Mr.  Hynbs.  That  is  all. 

Mr.  Healy.  Mr.  Johnson,  how  long  did  you  talk  with  Mr.  Mc- 
Go wan  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  did  not  talk  specifically  with  anybody.  We  just 
talked  around  about  and  among  each  other.  I  had  no  private  con- 
vei-sation  with  Mr.  McGowan. 

Mr.  Healy,  What  did  Mr,  McGowan  sav  to  you? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Oh,  he  said  the  usual  things  that  people  might  say 
in  the  smoking  room.  He  talked  very  interestingly  of  Canada.  He 
said  something  about  the  wheat  business,  I  believe,  and  I  must  bave 
asked  him  sometliing  about  Regina.  He  said  that  he  lived  there,  that 
that  was  his  headquarters.  I  got  a  little  information,  nothing  new, 
especially. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  he  do  most  of  the  talking? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  expect  I  did  part  of  it. 

Mr.  He-xly.  Or  did  you  hold  up  your  end  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  think  I  did. 

Mr.  Healy.  I  imagine  you  might. 

Mr.  Johnson.  Well,  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Healy.  He  was  in  the  ^noking  compartment  when  you 
came  in? 

Mr,  Johnson,  He  was.  and  when  I  left. 

Mr.  Healy.  Now,  did  he  tell  you  about  the  countries  through 
which  he  had  traveled? 

Mr.  Johnson,  Oh,  nothing  that  I  can  recount  now. 

Mr,  Healy.  You  do  not  recall  anything  that  he  said  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  do  not  recall  any  specific  thing  he  said;  no,  sir; 
not  so  as  to  be  able  to  quote  it  or  repeat  it. 

Mr.  Healy.  A\'hat  impresses  on  your  mind  the  fact  that  he  had 
re<;ounted  his  travels  so  as  to  leave  the  impres.sion  in  your  mind  that 
he  was  a  largely  traveled  man? 

Mr.  Johnson.  The  fact  that  he  referred  to  being  in  severalplaces. 
I  think  he  referred  to  having  been  recently  in  Chicago  and  Duluth, 
and  had  traveled  up  and  down  in  his  owii  country— probably  what 
he  said  about  his  country  more  than  what  he  said  specifically  about 
any  particular  town  impressed  that  in  my  mind. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  he  tell  you  about  his  experience  in  these  different 
places? 

Mr,  Johnson.  No  ;  he  did  not ;  not  anything  in  the  nature  of  going 
into  particular  details;  no,  sir.  i  GoOqIc 


1580  SENATOB  PROM   ILLINOIS. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  he  volunteer  all  this  information  or  was  it  in- 
duced and  brou^t  out  by  questions  which  you  asked  him? 

Mr.  JonnsoM.  I  think  I  must  hsTe  asked  him  questions.  That  is 
my  habit,  if  I  want  to  find  out  somethinff. 

Mr.  Healy,  That  is  one  way  to  get  inrormation. 

Mr.  Johnson.  Sometimes. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  Did  you  volunteer  any  informatitxi  to  him,  or  did  he 
propound  any  questions  to  you? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  don't  think  that  I  enlightened  him  much  on  anv 
subject. 

Mr.  IIbalt.  Did  he  ask  any  questions? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Possibly. 

Mr.  Healt.  With  reference  to  your  travels  or  anything  of  that 
sort? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Ko;  I  think  not.  I  do  not  think  he  at  that  time  had 
any  special  interest  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  Healt.  Who  else  did  you  talk  with  in  that  smoking  compart- 
ment? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Specificallv  I  do  not  know  that  I  asked  anybodv  i 
question  or  that  anybody  asKed  me  a  question,  but  I  talked  generally. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  were  you  gentlemen  discussing  in  the  smoking 
compartment  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Oh,  we  discussed  reciprocity  and  the  tariff. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  exhaust  that  subject? 

Mr.  fTohnson.  Hardly. 

Mr.  Healy.  How  much  time  did  you  spend  on  reciprocity? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  could  not  tell  you. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  else  did  you  talk  about? 

Mr.JoHNSoN.  I  remember  reciprocity  and  a  very  keen  desire  whicii 
I  had,  which  was  not  satisfied,  to  find  out  what  the  Canadians  thought 
of  that. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  were  trying  to  discover  what  his  impression  was 
with  reference  to  the  question! 

Mr.  Johnson.  Yes;  naturally. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  he  indicate  to  you  his  attitude  or  the  attitude  of 
his  countrymen  on  the  subject? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  do  not  think  he  vouched  for  his  countrymen,  but 
I  think  he  very  firmly  stated  his  personal  opinion. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  he  express  himself  at  some  considerable  length 
with  reference  to  that  matter? 

Mr.  Johnson.  The  conversation  added  up  that  he  did  not  be- 
lieve there  would  be  any  such  thing  as  reciprocity  between  Canada 
and  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Healy.  But  there  was  some  considerable  discussion  of  the 
matter  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  Before  he  summed  up  his  position  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.   No;  I  think  he  was  right  cocksure  of  the  thing. 

Mr.  Healy.  Most  young  men  of  22  years  of  age  are  reasonably 
sure  of  their  position? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Yes;  that  is  very  true.     I  was  so  impressed. 

Mr.  ITealy.  You  say  you  discussed  the  tariff? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Tariff  was  mentioned. 

Mr.  Healy.  Was  that  discussion  l)etween  yourself  and  Mr. 
McGowan?  GooqIc 
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Mr.  JoHKBON.  Not  specifically. 

Mr.  He&lt.  Did  some  of  the  other  gentlemen  p&rtieipate  in  that? 

Mr,  Johnson.  Possibly. 

Mr.  Healt,  What  phase  of  the  tariff  did  you  gentlemen  discuss? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  could  not  answer  you  and  throw  any  light  on  the 
subject. 

Mr.  Hralt.  Did  it  have  to  do  with  the  duty  on  lamber? 

Mr.  Johnson.  The  duty  on  lumber  was  not  particularly  menti<med. 

Mr.  Hralt.  What  else  did  you  talk  about  in  there! 

Mr.  Johnson.  That  is  about  all  that  I  remember. 

Mr.  Hbaly.  Now,  who  besides  you  and  Mr.  McGowan  participated 
in  those  discussions  and  talks! 

Mr,  Johnson.  There  were  in  the  room,  to  my  knowledge,  Mr. 
McGowan,  Mr.  C.  F.  Wiehe,  Mr.  F.  C.  Weyerhaeuser  {wh<Mn  I  knew 
^  reputation  and  sight,  but  not  personalh'),  this  gentleman,  Mr. 
Burgess,  who  occupied  the  other  chair.  I  don't  know  whether  I 
learned  his  name  there  that  day  or  learned  it  the  next  day  in  Vir- 
ginia. I  am  under  the  impression  that  I  learned  his  name  and  was 
introduced  to  him  or  he  introduced  himself  or  that  we  shook  hands 
the  next  day  in  the  Fay  Hotel  at  Virginia, 

Senator  Kern.  The  room  was  crowded! 

Mr.  Johnson.  Yes;  quite  full. 

Senator  Kesn.  There  were  not  seats  for  all  of  you  1 

Mr.  Johnson.  No,  sir. 

Mr,  Healt.  You  say  you  knew  F.  E.  Weyerhaeuser! 

Mr.  Johnson.  By  reputation,  yes,  for  many  years. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  know  that  he  was  identified  with  Mr.  Wiehe 
in  the  lumber  business! 

Mr.  Johnson.  Yes ;  I  did, 

Mr,  Healt.  Wiehe  you  had  known  at  that  time  for  how  long! 

Mr,  Johnson.  T  should  judge  about  15  years.  I  have  no  specific 
knowledge  of  my  first  acquaintance  with  Mr.  Wiehe.  He  and  I  have 
"never  been  interested  in  business  together  in  any  way. 

Senator  Kehn.  You  frequently  came  in  contact  with  Mr.  Wiehe 
and  Mr.  Hines,  did  you,  in  your  journalistic  work! 

Mr.  Johnson.  Yes;  but  very  infrequentlv ;  but  more  so  than  I  can 
imagine  how  that  occurred  with  people  located  in  Chicago,  as  I 
never  had  any  special  charge  of  the  Chicago  work. 

Senator  Kehn.  You  say  you  did  come  in  contact  with  them! 

Mr,  Johnson.  Oh,  I  see  them  naturally  at  meetings  and  the  like. 

Senator  Kekn.  In  your  journalistic  work? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Yes, 

Senator  Kesn.  They  being  large  lumber  dealers! 

Mr.  Johnson.  Oh,  naturally.  I  knew  of  his  comings  and  goings, 
and  all  that.  Mr.  Hines  and  Mr,  Wiehe  and  myself  have  never  con- 
tracted a  piece  of  business  until  the  8th  day  of  March,  and  then  I 
transacted  a  small  piece  of  business  with  them  in  Virginia,  on  the  8th 
of  March,  and  it  seems  rather  strange  to  me  now  it  should  be  the  first. 

Mr.  Healt,  How  old  a  man  is  Mr.  F.  E.  Weyerhaeuser? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr,  Healt.  About  how  old ! 

Mr.  Johnson,  I  can  not  tell  you,  I  judge  he  is  this  side  of  40;  I 
judge  he  is  not  40  years  old. 
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Mr.  Healy.  May  I  assume  that  all  of  the  gentlemen  who  were  in 
that  smoking  compartment,  outside  of  Mr.  McGowon,  were  middle- 
aged  men — men  around  40? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  think  so,  and  older. 

Mr.  Healy.  Mr.  McGowan  was  the  youngest  man  in  the  party? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  think  he  was,  to  my  knowledge. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  he  was  at  that  time  about  22  years  of  aget 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  do  not  know  his  right  age  at  all. 

Mr,  Healy.  I  think  he  testified  yesterday  that  he  was  22  yean 
of  age. 

Mr.  Johnson.  Well,  that  seems  reasonable. 

Mr.  Healy.  That  would  be  your  guess  at  his  aget 

Mr.  JoHNaoN.  Why,  yes;  if  I  were  guessing  at  ages. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  had  never  seen  Mr.  McGtowan  prior  to  that  time? 

Mr.  Johnson.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  he  inform  you  of  his  name  on  that  oocasion  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  He  did  not. 

Mr.  Heal7.  Now,  what  business  were  you  transacting  in  that 
country  at  that  timet 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  had  made  a  plan  to  go  to  Virginia  and  I  had 
jumped  from  Texas  to  Virginia  in  order  to  be  there  when  I  coul<I 
see,  possibly,  the,greatest  number  of  the  directors  of  the  Virginia 
&  Eainey  Lake  Co.  together. 

Mr.  Healy.  Those  were  the  men  in  whom  you  were  interested  at 
that  time? 

Mr.  Johnson,  Yes;  I  was  interested  in  seeing  them.  I  wanted 
to  place  a  proposition  before  them. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  had  come  from  what  part  of  Texas!  Texas  is  a 
pretty  big  State. 

Mr.  Johnson.  Directly  from  Livingston,  Tex. 

Mr.  Healy.  In  what  part  of  the  State  is  Livingston? 

Mr.  Johnson.  About  80  miles  northeast  of  Houston,  on  the  Hous- 
ton, East  &  West  Texas  Railroad. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  had  gone  from  that  point  direct  to  Duluth  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  As  directly  as  1  could  by  way  of  Chicago. 

Mr.  Healy.  In  order  to  lay  before  the  directors  of  the  Virginia 
&  Eainey  Lake  Co.  this  business  proposition'  in  which  you  wen? 
interested  and  in  which  you  hoped  to  interest  them? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Yes;  exactly. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  all  of  these  men  in  ihe  smoking  compartment  thai 
evening,  outside  of  Mr.  McGowan,  were  identified  in  some  way  with 
the  Virginia  &  Rainey  Lake  Co.? 

Mr,  Johnsox.  Mr,  Weyerhaeuser  was  and  Mr.  Cusson  and  Mr. 
Wiehe— those  three, 

Mr.  Healy.  Yes;  except  Mr.  McGowan  and  Mr.  Burgess? 

Mr.  JouNBON.  Yes,  sir,  I 

Mr.  Healy.  And  yoiiiself,  of  course? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Yes.  sir.  '  j 

Mr.  Healy.  You  do  not  remember  Mr.  Price  being  there;  do  you.  , 
Mr.  Johnson  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  do  not,  j 

Mr.  Healy.  You  do  not  recall  him  at  all  ? 

Mr,  Johnson.  I  do  not.  I  do  not  remember  to  have  ever  seen 
him. 
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Mr.  HuALT.  You  never  saw  Mr.  McGk>van  ftiter  this  evening  until 
he  appeared  in  Washington  i 

Mr.  JoHNSOM,  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  recognized  him  as  the  young  man  who  was  in  the 
smoking  compartment  that  night? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  did  recognize  him.  I  tried  to  meet  him  in  t!ie 
rotunda  of  the  hotel  and  pick  him  out,  but  I  did  not  succeed  in  doin^ 
that.  Later  I  wanted  to  see  s«ne  one  that  happened  to  be  in  his 
room  and  I  went  to  Mr.  McGowan's  room,  and  ne  was  there  with  a 
man  that  was  introduced  to  me  as  Mr.  Price  and  some  one  else  whom 
1  do  not  just  remember — probabljr  Mr.  Baker  or  Mr.  Wiehe. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  recognized  him  as  soon  as  you  saw  liim? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  did,  the  moment  I  saw  him. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  also  recognize  Mr.  Price? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  did  not  recognize  Mr.  Price. 

Mr.  HuALY.  You  have  no  repollection,  then,  of  Mr.  Price  being 
in  the  smoking  compartment  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  None  whatever. 

Senator  Kehn.  Were  these  parties  rooming  together  at  the  hotel  t 

Mr.  Johnson.  Who? 

Senator  Kebn.  Baker  and  Price  and  McGowan. 

Mr.  Johnson.  No,  sir.  Mr.  Price,  I  believe,  and  Mr.  McGowan 
had  adjoining  rooms. 

Senator  Kern.  What  time  did  you  see  them? 

Mr.  Johnson,  I  saw  them,  I  think,  the  day  they  arrived — day 
before  yesterday. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  they  all  come  together,  do  you  know  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  think  Mr.  Price  and  Mr.  McGowan  came  to- 
gether.    I  am  quite  sure  they  did. 

Senator  Keen,  Baker  did  not  come  with  them? 

Mr.  Johnson.  No,  sir;  Baker  came  earlier.  Baker  came  on  the 
same  train  I  did,  a  week  ago. 

Senator  Kekn.  Did  you  understand  what  Baker  was  doing  there? 

Mr,  Johnson.  I  do  not  know,  I  am  sure;  just  visiting  liltely.  I 
am  not  certain  whether  it  was  Baker.  It  might  have  been  Mr. 
Wiehe. 

Senator  Kern.  You  have  no  recollection  now  as  to  who  the  third 
man  was  you  saw  in  that  room  a  few  days  ago  here  in  Washington? 

Mr.  Johnson,  No  special  remembrance  of  it:  no.  It  was  just 
casual.  I  was  right  curious  to  see  the  young  man,  and  I  hunted 
him  up. 

Mr.  Healy,  Did  you  talk  with  Mr.  Wiehe  while  you  were  in  the 
smoking  compartment  that  night? 

Mr.  Johnson,  No  more  than  with  any  other  party. 

Mr.  Healy.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  having  anv  conversation 
with  him? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  have  not, 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  know  Mr.  Cusson  ? 

Mr.  Johnson,  I  did. 

Mr.  Healy.  How  long  had  you  known  him  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  had  known  Mr,  Cusson  probably  a  month,  I  had 
been  up  to  Virginia  a  month  before  that. 

Mr.  Healy.  He  was  in  the  smoking  compartment,  was  he  not? 

Mr.  Johnson.  He  was ;  yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Hbaly.  How  far  did  Mr.  F.  E.  Weyerhaeuser  sit  from  where 
you  sat? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Four  or  five  feet 

Mr,  Healt,  Were  you  introduced  to  him ! 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  was  not. 

Mr.  Hbalt,  Did  you  have  any  talk  with  him? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  he  participate  in  the  discussion  which  you  gentle- 
men had  in  that  compartment? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Oh,  he  did  not  talk  much. 

Mr.  Healt.  How  long  had  you  been  in  the  compartment  when  Mr. 
Wiehe  came  in? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  have  never  been  quite  clear  yet  as  to  whether  I 
went  in  ahead  of  Wiehe,  or  Wiehe  went  in  ahead  of  me.  I  can  not 
answer  that  question  specifically. 

Mr.  Hkalt.  How  long  did  he  remain  in  ihen,  according  to  your 
recollection  ? 

Mr,  Johnson.  Oh,  about  20  or  25  minutes ;  something  like  that,  I 
think.    I  could  not  say. 

Senator  Keen.  Where  had  you  first  seen  Mr.  Wiehe  after  you  came 
north? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  had  first  seen  Mr,  Wiehe  at  that  train. 

Senator  Kern.  Where  did  you  greet  him?  Knowing  him,  you 
greeted  him  at  some  time — shook  hands  with  him.    Where  was  tliat! 

Mr.  Johnson.  Likely  it  is  possible  it  was  at  the  station  of  tin 
Duluth,  Missabe  &  Northern,  that  evening. 

Senator  Kekn.  About  the  time  vou  entered  the  train ! 

Mr,  Johnson.  About  the  time  I  got  on  the  train,  likely. 

Senator  Kekn.  So  that  there  was  no  greeting  between  you  when 
he  came  into  the  compartment? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  do  not  think  so;  no. 

Mr,  Healt.  How  long  did  you  remain  in  the  compartment  afto 
Mr.  Wiehe  left? 

Mr.  Johnson.  A  short  time;  I  can  not  say  exactly.  It  mieht  have 
been  2  or  3  minutes ;  it  might  have  bewi  5  or  6 :  it  might  have^ewi  10. 
But  I  got  out  of  there  as  quick  as  I  conveniently  could  after  that. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  were  specially  interested  in  Mr.  Wiehe  that  nigbt. 
were  you  not! 

Mr,  Johnson,  I  was  interested  in  seeing  each  raie  of  the  t}irectors 
of  the  Virginia  &  Rainy  Lake  Co.  that  I  could.  In  passing  throu^ 
the  train  I  tried  to  talk  to  one  or  two,  but  they  seemed  to  be  very 
busy,  and  I  did  not  bother  them;  and  it  occurred  to  me  in  the  smoking 
compartment  that  Jfr.  Wiehe  was  just  about  the  one  man  on  the 
train  that  I  might  talk  to  if  I  could  find  him  disengaged. 

Mr.  He,\lt,  You  regarded  him  as  legitimate  prey? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Absolutely. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  when  he  left  the  smoking  compartment  you 
practically  followed  him  out? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  catch  up  with  him?     Did  you  see  him? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Healt,  Did  vou  look  for  him  that  evening? 

Mr.  Johnson.  1  looked  for  him.  I  did  not  go  up  and  down  look- 
ing for  him. 
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Mr.  Healt.  How  much  did  you  look  for  him  that  night? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  looked  for  him  in  &  disengaged  condition. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  do  you  mean  by  "  a  disengaged  condition '  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  mean,  I  hoped  he  might  go  bac£  into  the  smoking 
room.     I  had  a  feeling  that  I  might  get  a  chance  to  talk  to  him. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  vou  see  him  again  that  evening? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Tfiat  is  a  queer  thing:  I  have  no  remembrance  of 
seeing  Mr.  Wiehe  from  that  minute,  aner  he  went  out  of  there,  until 
I  saw  him  in  the  office  of  the  Virginia  &  Rainy  Lake  Lumber  Co. 
about  7.30  o'clock  the  next  evening,  after  dinner. 

Mr.  HejULt.  You  were  looking  tor  him ;  were  you  not ! 

Mr.  Johnson.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  watching  both  ends  of  the  car! 

Mr.  Johnson.  As  best  I  could  and  doing  what  I  conceived  to  be 
my  other  work. 

Mr.  Hkaly.  What  other  work  were  you  transacting  that  night? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  still  had  this  self-appointed  assignment  to  con- 
summate, of  se^g  aU  these  people. 

Mr.  Healy.  But  you  had  made  up  your  mind  prior  to  that  time 
that  Mr.  Wiehe  was  the  particular  man  whom  you  could  best  work 
upon? 

Mr.  Johnson.  He  was ;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  not  testify  before  the  Springfield  committee 
that  Wiehe  was  the  particular  man  you  were  looking  for,  and  that 
you  went  out  and  watched  both  ends  of  the  car  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  According  to  my  recollection,  I  l^ink  I  did. 

Mr.  Healt.  To  try  to  locate  him? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  that  he  did  not  come  into  the  car  again  that 
evening? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  were  positive  about  it  at  that  time ;  were  you  nott 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  think  I  was. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  What  is  the  condition  of  your  mind  now  with  refer- 
ence to  it? 

Mr.  Johnson.  The  condition  of  my  mind  about  it  is,  even  to  my- 
self, rather  peculiar.  I  must  have  concluded  that  what  constituted 
an  opportunity  of  seeing  Wiehe  was  seeing  him  disengaged,  because 
I  certainly  must  have  looked  for  Wiehe,  if  I  could  have  seen  him  on 
that  coach. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  makes  you.  think  Mr.  Wiehe  was  on  the  coach 
after  you  came  out  of  the  smoking  compartment,  now,  when  you  were 
very  positive  at  Springfield  that  he  was  not  in  the  coach  the  rest 
of  uiat  evening? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Yes;  and  I  eren  thought  he  was  in  the  drawing- 
room. 

Mr.  Healy.  Yea  You  were  very  positive  about  it  at  that  time, 
were  you  not? 

Mr.  Johnson.  A  number  of  people  said  that  he  was  there,  and  they 
saw  him,  and  they  thought  it  was  rather  remarkable  that  I  did  not 
see  him. 

Mr.  Healy.  Yes.  Mr.  Harper  testified  after  you  at  Springfield, 
did  he  not? 

Mr.  J0HH8OH.  Yes;  I  believe  so. 
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Mr.  Hbalt.  Your  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fact  that  after 
you  had  positively  testified  that  Mr.  Wiehe  was  not  in  that  coach, 
Mr,  Harper  placed  Mr,  Wiehe  in  front  of  you  and  on  one  side  of 
you  for  all  the  way  from  three-quarters  of  an  hour  toan  hour  <ir  an 
hour  and  a  half! 

Mr.  Johnson.  No,  sir;  iiiy  attentitm  has  notbeen 'Called  to  it, 

Mr.  Healt,  Has  your  attention  been  called  to  the  testimony  of 
Mr.  Harper,  given  tnat  same  afternoon  at  Springfield? 

Mr.  Johnson,  I  have  read  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Harper. 

Mr,  Healt.  Yes.  You  and  Mr.  Harper  and  Mr,  Cusson  were  vol- 
unteered to  the  Springfield  committee  by  Mr.  Wiehe,  were  you  not? 
That  is,  your  presence  was  volunteered  there? 

Mr,  Johnson.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Healt.  When  you  appeared  at  Springfield,  so  far  as  you 
know,  no  one  connected  with  the  committee  knew  of  your  presence? 

Mr.  Johnson.  That  is  true. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  after  Mr.  Wiehe  had  testified,  he  informed  the 
committee  in  open  session  that  you  gentlemen  were  there,  and  that 
he  desired  to  have  you  called  as  witnesses? 

Mr.  Johnson.  He  did. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  then  you  and  Mr.  Cusson  and  Mr.  Harper  were 
excluded  from  the  witness  room,  or  the  other  two  gentlemen  were 
excluded,  and  you  testified  first? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  believe  that  is  the  fact;  yes,  sir;  as  I  remember  it. 

Mr.  Healt.  At  that  time,  in  the  month  of  April,  1911,  you  were 
very  clear  in  your  mind  with  reference  to  Mr.  Wiene's  whereabouts 
after  he  left  the  smoking  compartment,  were  you  not? 

Mr.  Johnson.  No,  sir;  I  was  not. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  not  so  testify? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  did  not,  I  testified  that  I  did  not  have  any 
knowledge  of  seeing  him  again  until  I  saw  him  in  the  office  of  the 
Virginia  &  Rainy  Lake  Co,     Neither  have  I  now, 

Mr.  Healt.  Let  me  refresh  your  recollection  by  what  you  testified 
to  there, 

Mr,  Johnson.  All  right, 

Mr.  Healt,  I  read  from  page  198.  at  the  bottom  of  the  page. 
Were  these  questions  asked  you,  and  did  you  answer,  as  I  read  from 
page  198  of  the  report  of  the  Helm  committee,  at  the  bottom  of  the 
page: 

Q.  About  liow  long  after  his  departure  was  It  that  ywi  took  yours? — A, 
About  Ave  iiiimiteB.  I  was  there  to  see'Mr.  Wiehe.  I  wanted  an  opportunity 
and  r  wonted  to  Bee  hihi  segregated  from  the  crowd  before  I  got  It. 

Is  that  correct? 

Mr,  Johnson,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  Then  you  did  not  want  to  see  him  in  the  smoking  com- 
partment with  these  others? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Oh,  it  might  be. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  wanted  him  segregated  in  some  portion  of  the 
coach  or  car,  did  you  not? 

Mr,  Johnson,  If  that  were  possible,  which  it  did  not  seem  later 
to  be,  I  imagine. 

Mr,  Healt.  Then  were  you  asked  this  question : 

Q.  And  did  he  s^regate  hlmselfT 
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And  did  you  answer : 


A.  He  dill  complete]):  mt  tar  ne  I  wns  i;oneeriied.  becnnse  I  w«8  not  Bucce«Bful 
In  neelnp  Mr.  Wfelie  until  tlie  next  evening  at  S  o'clock  In  Virginia. 

Q.  After  you  left -tlie  snioklnK  eonipertment,  did  you  see  Mr.  WIebe  again 
that  evening? — A.  I  did  not,  niid  I  looked  for  hliu.  He  disappeared  Into  the 
opposite  end  of  the  car  and  r  later- — ~ 

Q.  Well.  now.  we  don't  want  your  iinderRtnndlng,  we  want  to  know  Juat  what 
yfin  know  about  It.— A.  Will  yon  let  me  tell  yon? 

Q.  You  searched  the  train  for  bim?— A,  No;  1  did  not  searcli  the  train. 
I  did  not  leave  the  car. 

Q.  You  looked  for  bim.  did  yon? — A.  I  nald,  Mr.  Healy,  he  went  ont  before 
and  he  never  came  hack  there,  to  my  knowledge,  l>ecaiiBe  I  tried  to  And  him. 

Q.  Now,  wben  be  left  the  xmoklng  compartiuent,  you  remained  In  the  smoking 
compartment  did  you? — A.  A  very  short  time,  probably— — 

Q.  Well,  5  minutes?— A.  LIkfJy  5  minutes. 

Q.  Longer  or  shorter  doesn't  matter. — A.  Tea. 

Then  we  discussed  the  character  of  the  smoking  compai^ment, 
which  I  will  not  call  your  attention  to  at  this  time.  I  read  nom  page 
199: 

Q.  Now,  when  Mr.  WIebe  left  the  smoking  compBrtm«it  be  went  through  this 
door? — A.  He  did, 

Q.  And  In  wblcb  direction  did  he  turn— toward  the  engine  end  of  the  train  or 
the  rear  end? — A.  I  don't  know.     Mr.  GMward  HInes  came  tn  for  him. 

Q.  You  don't  know  to  which  end  of  the  train  he  went?— A.  I  don't  ]uBt  defl- 
Dltely  know  that ;  no,  sir. 

Q.  Then  you  came  out  luto  the  body  of  the  car  5  or  10  minutes  later — about 
G  mlnutt^B  later — ^and  you  sat  down,  and  you  watched  both  ends  of  that  particular 
car  In  order  to  we  whether  Mr.  WIehe  had  returned? — A.  I  did,  and  I  was  also 
looking  for  Mr.  Edward  HInes,  whom  I  was  going  to  see  there. 

Q.  Did  you  go  back  tn  the  smoking  compartment? — A.  I  did  not. 

Q.  Did  yon  look  In  there  to  see  whether  he  might  have  been  In  there  later  In 
the  evening? — A.  I  did  not.  because  I  had  an  idea,  very  well  founded  on  evi- 
dence that  was  given  me  by  other  members  of  the  party,  that  Mr.  WIehe  and 
Mr.  Hines  were  In  some  sort  of  consultation. 

Then  you  go  on  to  discuss  the  probability  of  their  being  in  the 
drawing  room.    That  was  your  testimony  at  Springfield,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Johnson.  As  I  remember  it ;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  In  reference  to  the  drawing  room  you  answered : 


You  probably  said  they  were  in  the  drawing  room  of  the  coach. 

Mr.  Johnson,  I  think  so ;  I  hope  I  did.    I  noticed  that. 

Mr,  Healy.  I  hope  you  did.    [Beading:] 

I  never  knew  definitely  whether  they  wnn  or  not. 

Mr.  Johnson.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  fine  editing. 

Mr.  Healy  (reading) : 

But  thnt  was  as  far  as 

And  then  you  were  interrupted.  Then  you  were  asked,  at  the  top 
of  page  200: 

Q.  Now,  would  It  be  possible  for  Mr.  Wfebe  to  come  back  Into  that  Bmoklng 
compartment  without  your  knowing  about  It? — A.  Well,  I  watched  thein  cMning 
and  going.    I  do  not  think  it  was  my  business.    I  went  there  to  see  blm. 

And  you  were  asked  this  question : 

Q.  Yes;  bat  you  do  not  know  which  end? 

Mr.  Hynes.  No;  that  is  skipping  something. 
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Mr.  Healy.  That  is  skipping  the  next  question.    [Reading:] 

A.  Ho,  air;  1  don't  I  did  nut  take  on;  chance  ou  that.  I  sat  down  as  near 
the  middle  of  tbe  car  as  I  could  end  played  It  botli  ways. 

Q.  Your  Beat  was  In  tbe  middle  of  tbe  car?— A.  Well,  about;  yes,  sir. 

Q.  And  I  assume  you  Toce  forward.  You  fnted  In  the  direction  In  wtaich 
tbe  train  was  moving? — A,  Well,  I  don't  know  whether — that  I  did  or  I  did 
not,    I  couldn't  be  deflnlle  aboat  It    I  dida't  pay  any  attention  to  that  matter. 

Then  you  were  asked  this  question : 

Q.  You  testified  before  the  committee,  Mr.  Johnson,  that  It  would  hare  been 
Impossible  for  Mr.  Wlehe  to  come  lato  this  car  without  your  seeing  hljn  that 
evening. — A.  It  was  tbe  best  of  my  belief,  sir. 

And  were  you  asked  this  question: 

Q.  Well,  do  yon  know  whether  you  were  or  not?    Have  you  any  recollection? 

And  did  you  answer: 

A.  I  was  part  of  tbe  time,  certainly ;  because  I  was  watching  both  wds  of 
the  car. 

What  were  you  watching  both  ends  of  tbe  car  for,  Mr.  Johnson  f 

Mr.  Johnson.  Oh,  in  a  general  way,  to  see,  as  I  figure  it  now, 
if  Mr.  Wiehe  would  become  so  disengaged  that  I  might  courteously 
and  diplomatically  approach  him  and  engage  him  in  conversation. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  you  did  not  see  him  in  the  car  that  evening? 

Mr.  Johnson,  I  have  no  remembrance  of  having  seen  him  a^in, 
positively,  as  I  stated.  It  might  have  been  that  he  might  have 
slipped  down  in  the  seat ;  he  might  have  been  where  I  could  not  have 
seen  him  if  I  hnd  trird.     He  cartainly  did  not  sit  with  me. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  read  Mr.  Harper's  testimony,  you  say! 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  did;  yes,  sir;  naturally. 

Mr.  Heact,  Mr,  Harper  definitely  placed  Mr.  Wiehe  in  the  same 
car  which  you  occupied  after  you  left  the  tsmoking  compartment? 

Mr.  Johnson.  He  did,  as  I  remember  it. 

Mr.  Healt.  He  was  one  of  the  witnesses  volunteered  by  Mr.  Wiehe 
who  came  upon  the  stand  immediately  after  you,  or  after  Mr. 
Cusaon? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  do  not  know ;  I  guess  so. 

Mr,  Healt.  Tou  remained  in  the  witness  room  after  you  testified  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  not  recall  who  it  was  that  followed  you  on  the 
witness  stand? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  recall  a  Mr.  Harper  that  was  there. 

Mr.  Healt.  He  was  the  next  witness? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  his  testimony  surprise  you  ? 
■  Mr.  Johnson.  I  never  saw  his  testimony — ^yes ;  it  did. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  heard  his  testimony? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  did  not  hear  his  t^imony;  I  beg  your  pardon. 
I  went  out  of  the  room.  I  did  not  hear  Mr.  Harper.  I  never  knew 
anything  about  Mr.  Harper's  testimony  until  a  week  ago. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  did  not  ask  for  any  opportunity  to  go  before  the 
committee  and  change  your  testimony? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  had  no  opportunity 

Mr.  Healt.  You  did  not  indicate  that  your  mind  had  been  re- 
freshed by  Mr.  Harper's  testimony  ? 

Mr.  JoHNBON.  It  has  not  been  refreshed  up  to  date. 
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Mr,  Healy.  You  did  not  m&ke  such  a.  suggestion  to  the  committee! 

Mr,  JoHNeoK.  I  certainly  did  not,  because  I  never  s»w  Mr- 
Harper's  testimony  until  last  Wednesday,  coming  over  on  the  train 
from  Chicago. 

Mr.  Healt.  Are  you  sure  you  did  not  see  Mr.  Harper  on  the  wit- 
ness stand  at  Springfield  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  most  positively  am,  because  I  realized  that  I  had 
rather  infringed  on  the  committee  by  being  in  there,  being  found  in 
the  nxrni.  I  did  not  know  that  I  was  doing  anything  out  of  Hie 
way,  and,  by  the  way,  I  had  never  testified  in  any  court  before  in  my 
life. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  were  not  criticized  for  that,  Mr.  Johnson. 

Mr.  Johnson.  No;  I  understand  that  I  was  not;  but  when  I  gftt 
through  testifying  I  left  the  room,  Mr,  Healy. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  travel  a  good  deal,  do  you  not,  Mr.  Johnson? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Fifty  thousand  miles  a  year. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  you  have  the  small  vice  of  smoking? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  have. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  usually  spend  your  time  in  the  smoking  com- 
partments of  trains  upon  which  you  trarel? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Not  as  much  as  I  did  when  I  was  younger. 

Mr.  Healy,  About  how  many  cigars  a  day  were  >'0U  m  the  habit 
of  smoking  in  the  month  of  March,  1911  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  have  not  the  slightest  idea. 

Mr.  Healy,  A  good  many  or  few  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  could  not  tell  you  that ;  I  do  not  know,  I  do  not 
keep  any  track  of  it. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  regard  yourself  as  an  inordinate  smoker? 

Mr,  Johnson.  When  I  am  sort  of  out  of  a  job,  as  I  have  been  here 
for  the  last  week,  I  smoke  too  much.  I  am  conscious  of  that.  There 
is  nothing  else  to  do. 

Mr.  Healy,  You  came  up  from  Texas  on  what  road  to  this  Duluth 
or  Viriginia  meeting? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  think  T  came  by  New  Orleans;  I  naturally  would 
from  Houston. 

Mr.  Healy.  On  the  Hlinois  Central? 

Mr.  Johnson.  If  I  came  by  New  Orleans  I  came  by  way  of  the 
Illinois  Central  to  Chicago. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  occupy  the  smoking  compartment  during  any 
part  of  that  trip  ? 

Mr,  Johnson,  I  am  not  certain  that  I  came  by  the  Illinois  Central 
to  Chicago, 

Mr.  Healy.  On  any  road  you  came  from  New  OrleanK  to  Chicago 
at  that  time? 

Mr.  Johnson,  I  may  have,  naturally. 

Mr.  Healy.  Have  you  any  recollection  about  it? 

Mr,  Johnson.  I  do  not  suppose  I  would  occupy  a  smoking  com- 
partment traveling  on  an  Illinois  Central  train,  because  you  are  not 
permitted  to  smoke  in  the  compartment  of  a  sleeping  car.  There  is 
fi  club  car  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  Heai-y.  AVhat  I  want  to  find  out  is  whether  you  have  any 
recollection  of  your  trip  from  New  Orleans  to  Chicago  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  No  specific  recollection. 
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Mr.  Healt.  In  March,  1911? 

Mr,  Johnson.  I  made  several  trips  during  the  month  or  six  weeks. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  remember  any  other  railroad  trip  which  you 
took  during  the  month  of  March,  1911? 

Mr.  Johnson.  The  month  of  March  ?     Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  Where  and  when ! 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  went  from  Vir^nia  to  Duluth,  from  I)uluth  to 
St.  Paul,  from  St.  Paul  back  to  Chicago,  from  Chicago  to  St.  Lonis, 
fn>m  St.  Louis  to — in  fact,  nearly  as  quickly  as  I  could  I  got  back 
into  the  same  Texas  country  that  1  had  previously  come  from. 

Mr.  Healt,  On  any  of  those  subsequent  trips— T  mean  after  you 
bad  transacted  your  business  with  the  directors  of  this  lumber  com- 
pany of  Virginia — do  you  remember  what  part  of  the  train  you 
occupied  ? 

Mr,  Johnson.  I  usually  put  in  a  good  deal  of  my  time  in  my  berth. 

Mr.  Healt.  Have  you  any  distinct  recollection  about  it! 

Mr.  Johnson.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt,  For  instance,  coming  down  from  Duluth  to  St.  Paul 
on  the  return  trip  f 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  know  exactly  how  I  put  in  my  time. 

Mr.  Hkalt.  Did  you  meet  anybody  on  that  trip ! 

Mr.  Johnson.  From  Duluth  to  St.  Paul  on  that  trip  I  traveled 
with — I  remember  distinctly  a  young  fellow  that  was  taken  off  the 
train  with  a  sudden  illness.  He  was  taken  off  the  day  train  <m  my 
c<Mning  to  St.  Paul  that  time. 

Mr.  Healt.  That  was  an  unusual  incident,  was  it  not! 

Mr.  Johnson,  Yes;  it  was. 

Mr.  Healt.  That  does  not  happen  every  day? 

Mr.  Johnson.  No. 

Mr,  Healt.  Do  you  remember  meeting  anybody  else  on  that  trip? 

Mr,  Johnson,  Nobody  that  I  knew, 

Mr.  Healt,  Did  you  talk  with  anybody  on  that  trip  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Either  upon  my  return  from  Virginia  to  St,  Paul 
or  on  my  previous  trip  to  see  Mr,  Cusson  I  met  a  Aft.  C.  F.  Brackett, 
an  old-time  saw  manufacturing  friend  of  mine,  with  whom  I  had  a 
«ery  interesting  conversation. 

Mr.  Healt.  Was  that  in  the  smoking  compartment  of  some  train  ? 

Mr.  JoiiKSoN.  That  was  in  a  sort  of  club  car,  I  think. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  remember  who  else  was  in  the  car  on  that 
occasion? 

Mr.  Johnson.  No,  sir;  no  one  that  I  knew, 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  talk  with  any  stranger  in  that  car? 

Mr.  Johnson.  No,  sir ;  it  is  not  my  habit  to  talk  with  strangers. 

Mr.  Healt.  Or  they  with  you  ? 

Mr.  Johnson,  It  is  a  very  unusual  thing  for  me  to  talk  with 
strangers. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  know  Senator  Lorimer.  Mr.  Johnson! 

Mr.  Johnson.  How  do  you  mean,  Mr.  Healy! 

Mr.  Healt.  Doyou  know  him! 

Mr.  Johnson.  When  I  see  him ;  yes,  sir.  I  have  no  personal  ac- 
quaintance with  Senator  Lionmer. 

Mr.  He.\lt.  How  long  have  you  known  him  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  have  known  of  Senator  Lorimer — the  first  time  I 
ever  saw  Senator  Lorimer  was  going  up  some  steps  into  a 

Mr.  Healt.  How  long  have  you  known  him ! 


SENATOa  FROM   ILUNOIS.  1541 

Mr.  JoHNaoN.  When  was  the  St.  Louis  Exposition  ? 

Mr.  He  ALT.  I  am  not  on  the  witness  stand. 

Mr.  JoHNSOx.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Healt.  About  how  longf 

Mr.  JoHKSos,  During  the  St.  Louis  Exposition  I  saw  Sentttor 
Lorimer  for  the  first  time  in  my  life. 

Mr.  Healt.  Have  you  ever  been  interested  in  his  campaigns? 

Mr.  JoHKsoN.  I  have  not. 

Mr.  IIealy.  Mr.  Burgess  testified  before  the  Helm  committee  on 
the  20th  of  April,  1911,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  JouNsoN.  I  do  not  know  the  date. 

Mr.  Healt.  Your  telegram  from  Mr.  Wiehe  is  dated  the  22d  of 
April,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  JoHMSON.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Healt.  And  he  informed  ;5'0U  in  that  tdegram  of  ^r.  Bur- 
gess's testifying  before  that  C(Mnmittee! 

Mr.  Johnson.  Yes;  in  a  general  way,  as  I  read,  as  the  telegram 
indicates. 

Mr.  Healt.  Prior  to  that  time;  and  then  you  appeared  on  the 
25th  of  April  as  a  witness? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Twenty-third,  twenty- fourth,  twenty-fifth;  yes,  ^r. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  remember  Mr.  Wiehe  making  the  statement 
before  that  committee  that  in  addition  to  the  witnesses  whom  he  had 
volunteered  that  day,  he  would  produce  the  attendance  of  other 


Mr.  Johnson.  Yes;  he  made  some  remark  about  his  willingness  to 
get  other  witnesses  there  if  he  could — he  would  use  his  good  offices, 
and  so  forth,  as  I  remember  it. 

Mr.  Healt.  That  .was  after  you  testified,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Johnson.  That  was  before  I  testified. 

Mr.  Healt.  Was  that  before  you  testified? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  testified  after  Mr.  Wiehe,  I  think,  because  I  was 
in  the  room,  you  know. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  did  not  return  to  the  room  after  you  testified? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Not  to  mv  knowledge;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  After  you  left  the  smoking  compartment  that  even- 
ing, you  did  not  return  to  it? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  did  not.    You  mean  on  the  Virginia  train? 

Mr.  Healt.  Yes. 

Mr,  Johnson.  No,  sir, 

Mr.  Healt.  Your  recollection  is  that  you  left  the  smoking  com- 
partment sometime  before  8  o'clock? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Oh,  I  would  think  so. 

Mr,  Healt.  The  train  left  Duluth  at  7.10  in  the  evening? 

Mr.  Johnson.  It  did,  I  have  since  learned. 

Mr.  Healt.  Your  recollection  is  that  you  remained  in  there  20  or 
25  minutes? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  said  2S  or  30  minutes,  and  T  have  no  reason  to 
change  that. 

Mr,  Healt,  You  did  not  go  back  into  the  smoking  compartment 
after  that  time? 

Mr.  Johnson.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  Who  occupied  the  smoking  compartment  after  you 
left  you  do  not  know  ?  ,-.  . 
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Mr.  Johnson.  I  do  not, 

Mr,  Hjbaly.  MTiether  Mr.  Widie  went  in  there  again. and  had  a 
conversation  with  Mr.  Burgess  or  not,  you  do  not  know  i 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  do  not 

Senator  Flbtchbk.  Mr.  Johnson,  you  appear  to  be  s  man  of  un- 
usual intelligence 

Mr.  Johnson.  Thank  you. 

Senator  Fi^tcher.  Of  good  memory,  with  a  mind  trained  by 
education  and  experience,  and  a  man  of  excellent  diiaracter.  I  say 
that  as  a  introduction  to  some  (questions  that  I  am  going  to  a^  which 
may  have  the  appearance  of  being  rather  personal  or  racetious,  but  I 
mean  them  in  all  seriousness. 

Were  you  perfectly  sober  that  evening  in  that  compartment  from 
Duluth  to  Virginia  1 

Mr.  Johnson,  I  was;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Was  Mr.  BurgesE? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Fletcher.  What  would  be  your  idea!  You  talked  with 
him  and  heard  him  talk. 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  have  no  idea  on  the  subject.  He  did  not  appear 
like  a  drunken  man,  I  know. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Was  Mr.  Widie  sober? 

Mr.  Johnson.  He  was. 

Senator  Fiatcbeb.  Was  this  young  Canadian  whom  we  now  sup- 
pose to  be  Mr,  McGowan  sober?  i 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  did  not  aee  any  drunken  men  on  the  train,  Sen-    ' 
ator.  *  I 

Senator  Fletcher.  You  do  not  suffer  from  any  such  trouble  as    I 
lapse  of  memory  or  mental  aberration,  do  you!.  ' 

Mr.  Johnson.  Just  as  any  other  man  living  in  public  life  nii^ht    ; 
do;  yes,  j 

Senator  Fletchek.  You  have  no  special  or  particular  fault  of  thar   ' 
kind  ?    Your  mind  is  generally  clear  I 

Mr.  Johnson.  Yes,  sir,  I 

Senator  Fletcher.  Your  memory  is  good,  is  it  not!  | 

Mr.  Johnson.  Fairly  so.  I 

Senator  Fletcher.  On  the  train,  Mr.  Johnson,  from  Dniuth  to 
Virginia,  in  the  same  compartmrait  where  you  sat  in  the  chair,  sit- 
ting opposite  you,  was  a  man  of  intelligence,  sound  mind  and  mem-    ' 
ory,  and,  so  far  as  we  know,  of  good  character.    That  man  has  testi-    I 
fied  before  this  committee  that  on  that  trip  there  came  a  time  when 
there  were  only  three  people  in  that  compartment — ^himself,    Mr. 
Wiehe,  and   Mr.  McGowan  or,  as  he  might  say,  the  young   man 
from  Canada — and  that  while  those  three  only  sat  in  that  compart- 
ment the  question  or  the  subject  of  the  election  of  Senator  Lorimer 
was  raised ;  that  he  expressed  himself  on  that  subject,  and  Mr.  Wiohe 
immediately  took  up  the  cudgels  and  wanted  to  know  what  he  knew 
about  Mr,  I^orimer's  election ;  and  that  Mr,  Burgess  told  Mr.  Wiehe 
the  only  thing  that  he  knew  about  Mr.  Lorimer's  election  was  what   i 
he  had  read  m  the  papers;  that  Mr.  Wiehe  asked  him,  then,  if  he 
got  his  information  from  the  Chicago  Hecord-Herald  or  s(Hne  other 
paper,  and  that  he  told  Mr.  Wiehe  that  he  got  his  information  from   ; 
the  local  papers  in  Duluth — the  Evening  Herald,  the   News,    the   ] 
Tribune — and  the  Chicago  Examiner;  that  Mr.  Widie  then  made  t!ie  ' 
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remark  to  him  that  he,  Burgess,  did  not  know  very  damn  much 
about  it. 

The  conyersation  continued  and  Mr.  Burgeiis  told  Mr.  Wiehe,  so 
he  said,  that  it  was  credited  about  the  country  that  Mr.  Lorimer  had 
used  a  considerable  amount  of  money  to  secure  his  eiecti(»i ;  and  Mr. 
^Viehe  said  that  Mr.  Lorimer  had  not  used  a  dollar  of  his  owo  money 
for  his  election.  The  conversation  kept  on,  and  then  Mr,  Wiehe 
started  in  to  tell  Mr.  Burgess  how  Mr.  Lorimw  was  elected,  and 
finally  made  this  statement :  "  There  was  a  jack  pot  raised  to  elect 
]Mr.  Lorimer.  I  know  what  I  am  talking  about,  because  I  sub- 
scribed $10,000  to  it  myself." 

Mr.  Burgess  has  testified  before  ^is  committee,  also,  that  Mr. 
Wiehe  said  something  about  a  fund  of  $100,000  having  been  raised 
in  that  connection,  and  he  qualified  that  later,  and  is  not  quite  so  sure 
tlmt  that  was  mentioned,  now;  bnt  they  contiBued,  and  Mr,  Wiehe 
further  said  that  it  was  impossible  to  get  anything  of  merit  thi-ou^ 
the  Illinois  Legislature  without  the  use  of  money. 

You  have  testified  that  you  preceded  Mr.  Wiehe  into  that  com- 
partment? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  am  in  doubt  about  that,  and  have  not  so  testified. 

Senator  Fletcher.  I  understood  you,  yesterday,  to  express  that  as 
your  impression  or  your  view  or  your  memory,  now ! 

Mr.  Johnson.  Pardon  me.  Senator,  I  saicl  I  felt  in  doubt  a.s  to 
whether  I  was  in  just  before  Mr.  Wiehe  went  in,  and  I  still  am. 

Senator  Fletcusr.  In  any  event,  the  two  thin^  transpired  very 
close  together? 

Mr.  t^HNSoN.  Very  closely  together,  I  think. 

Senator  Fi.etchek,  And  you  have  testified  that  Mr.  Wi^e  left 
the  compartment  before  you  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  He  did;  that  I  do  know. 

Senator  Fletcher.  That  you  practically  followed  him  out  ? 

Mr.  JoHNBON.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcheb.  You  have  testified  that  you  heard  the  conversa- 
tion that  went  on  in  that  compartment  and  that  vou  heard  no  such 
conversation  as  I  have  just  mentioned  as  detailed  by  Mr.  Burgess? 

Mr,  Johnson.  I  certainly  have. 

Senator  Fletcher.  You  are  positive  and  clear  about  that? 

Mr.  Johnson,  Most  definite;  because  it  would  have  been  a  very 
astonishing  thing,  and  I  never  would  have  forgotten  it. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Then,  Mr,  Johnson,  does  it  not  come  to  this: 
That  if  your  testimony  is  true,  Mr.  Burgess  has  fabricated  this 
whole  statement  out  of  whole  cloth  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  have  never  doubted  from  the  beginning 

Senator  Kenton.  That  is  not  what  the  Senator  asked  you. 

Mr.  Johnson.  What? 

Senator  Kenyon.  Do  you  say  that  if  your  testimony  is  true,  Mr. 
Burgess  has  fabricated  his  testimony?  That  is  the  question  the  Sena- 
tor asked  you. 

Mr.  Johnson.  If  the  story  that  he  relates  is  true,  it  never  occurred 
in  my  presence.    That  is  all  I  can  say. 

Senator  Fletcher.  The  rule  is  that  this  committee  ought  to  view 
the  testimony  of  these  witnesses  so  as  to  have  each  one  of  them  speak 
the  truth,  if  pos.sible. 
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Senator  Kenton,  Are  you  passing  on  the  truth  of  the  story  of  Mr. 


Mr.  Johnson,  I  w^oiild  have  if  I  had  been  allowed  to  answer  the 
question  that  the  Senator  just  asked  me. 

Senator  Kenyon.  That  is  what  Senator  Fletcher  asked  yo«. 

Mr.  Johnson.  Do  you  aak  me  whether  or  not  I  believe  Mr.  Bur- 
gess's statement? 

Senator  Fletcheb.  If  I  am  allowed  to  finish  the  question,  I  think 
that  would  be  better,  and  we  would  get  along  more  rapidly,  more 
sensibly,  and  more  logically.  When  I  am  through,  then  others  mav 
examine,  I  have  to  go  back,  now,  and  repeat  that  whole  question,  'l 
say  the  rule  is  that  this  committee  should  so  view  the  testimoDV  of 
the  witnesses  as  to  have  each  one  of  them  speak  the  truth,  if  possible. 
Can  you  help  this  committee  by  siiggesting  any  way  we  can  reconcile 
your  testimony  with  that  of  Mr,  Burgess  in  respect  to  the  conversa- 
tion which  he  says  took  place  in  that  compartment? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Does  Mr,  Burgess  say  that  conversation  took  place 
while  I  was  in  that  compartment? 

Senator  Fletcher.  Mr.  Burgess  says  it  to<^  place  in  that  com- 
partment  on  that  very  trip,  tnere  being  present  at  the  time  Mr. 
Wiehe,  the  young  man  from  Canada,  and  himself. 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  do  not  know  how  I  could  help  you  there,  because 
Mr.  Burgess  evidently  eliminates  me. 

Senator  Fletcher,  You  have  testified  that  you  were  in  that  com- 
partment practically  all  the  Lime  that  Mr.  Wielie  was  there? 

Mr.  Johnson.  \es,  sir;  I  have. 

Senator  Fletcheb.  Then,  if  this  conversation  took  place  with  Mr, 
Wiehe  which  Mr.  Burgess  has  testified  to,  it  must  have  tak^i  place 
in  your  hearing? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Well,  it  certainly  did  not. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Then  I  am  now  asking  you  how  you  can  rec- 
oncile your  statement — that  it  did  not  take  place— with  the  state- 
ment of  Mr.  Burges,s — that  it  did  take  place  oetween  him  and  Mr. 
Wiehe  in  that  compartment  on  that  trip? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  do  not  reconcile  it.  I  do  not  aim  to.  I  would 
like  to,  but  I  can  not  do  it  and  tell  the  truth. 

Senator  Jones.  You  do  not  know  whether  Mr.  Wiehe  was  in  the 
compartment  when  you  were  not  there? 

Mr.  Johnson.  No;  of  course  not.    I  did  not  so  testify. 

Senator  Jones.  And  you  did  not  see  Mr.  Wiehe  after  you  left  the 
compartment? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  did  not. 

Senator  Jones.  You  did  not  go  back  there  to  see  whether  he  was 
there  or  not? 

Mr.  JoHKSON.  I  was  not  back  in  the  smoking  room. 

Senator  Jones.  You  do  not  know  whether  he  came  back  tliere 
or  not? 

Mr.  Johnson.  No  ;  I  can  only  answer  for  the  time  I  was  in  there. 
I  did  not  try  to  do  anything  else. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Have  you  said  that  this  conversation  with  Mr. 
Burgess  did  not  take  place? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  said  it  did  not  take  place  in  my  presents. 

Senator  Kenyon.  In  your  presence? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Yes.  ^-^  i 
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Senator  Kenyon.  Did  you  say  that  you  were  there  all  the  time 
that  ilr.  Burgess  and  Mr.  Wiehe  were  wiere? 

Mr.  JoHNS07<.  No,  sir;  I  did  not. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Then  what  have  you  to  reconcile  in  your  state- 
ment 1 

Mr.  Johnson.  Nothing,  so  far  as  I  can  see. 

Senator  Kenyon.  There  was  plenty  of  time  for  the  conversation 
to  take  place  whenyou  were  not  present? 

Mr,  Johnson.  Why,  certainly.  Certainly,  if  Mr.  Wiebe  went  back, 
there  was. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Then,  as  far  as  you  are  concerned,  this  Burgess 
conversation  may  have  taken  place  when  you  were  not  there? 

Mr.  Johnson.  It  certainly  would  have  had  to  take  place  when  I 
was  not  there.    It  did  not  occur  when  I  was  there. 

Senator  Kenyon.  It  could  have  taken  place  when  you  were  not 
there? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  do  not  know  about  that.  I  am  not  going  to  an- 
swer that.    I  do  not  see  how  I  can. 

Senator  Kbnyon.  You  have  been  asked  by  Senator  Fletcher  how 
you  reconcile  your  statement  with  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Burgess? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  do  not  reconcile  it.    I  do  not  attempt  or  try  to. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  could  reconcile  it 

Mr.  Johnson.  How?  • 

Senator  Kenyon.  Wait  a  moment  until  I  finish  my  question.  You 
could  reconcile  it  by  the  fact,  if  it  is  a  fact— which  I  do  not  know — 
that  the  conversation  took  place  when  you  were  not  present  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  It  might  have  taken  place  when  I  was  not  present. 
I  do  not  know  anything  about  that. 

Senator  Kenyon.  In  other  words,  are  you  assuming  to  pass  on  the 
question  whether  or  not  any  such  conversation  took  place  in  that  car 
that  night  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  No,  sir;  I  am  not.     I  would  not  think  of  doing  that. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Then,  what  is  there  to  reconcile  as  to  your  state- 
ment and  as  to  Mr,  Burgess's  testimony? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  do  not  know  that  there  is  anything  especially.  I 
am  making  the  direct  assertion,  as  often  as  I  have  been  asked,  that 
Mr.  Burgess  and  Mr.  Wiehe  had  no  such  conversation  in  my  pres- 
ence.    Further  than  that  I  can  not  go. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Let  me  ask  you  this:  Were  you  present  all  the 
time  in  that  smoking  compartment  when  Mr.  Burgess  and  Mr.  Wiehe 
were  there? 

Mr.  JoHNsuN.  If  Mr,  Wiehe  did  not  go  back  into  the  smoking 
compartment,  yes;  I  believe  so. 

Senator  Kenyon.  You  believe  you  were  present  all  the  time  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Practically  so;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Well,  you  say  "practically  so,"'  Leave  out 
■'  practically."    Were  you  present  all  the  time  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  You  know  I  am  uncertain  about  just  whether  I 
went  in  immediately  ahead  or  immediately  after  Mr.  Wiehe.  That 
is  the  only  time  I  can  not  account  for,  I  am  making  no  de^nite 
statement  about  that. 

Senator  Kenyon.  But  after  you  went  in  you  were  present  all  the 
time  until  Mr.  Wiehe  left? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  positively  was;  yes,  sir. 
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S«nator  Kenyon.  How  long  a  period  of  time  was  that? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Twenty-five  or  thirty  minutes. 

Senator  Kenvon.  Din  yoii  leave  for  any  purpose  whatever? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Yes,  sir,  I  left  to  try  to  find  Mr.  Wiehe  and  talk  to 
him. 

Senator  Kenyon.  During  that  20  or  30  minutest 

Mr.  Johnson.  No,  sir;  not  during  that  20  or  -30  minutes.  I  was 
in  the  chair. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  did  not  leave  the  smoking  compartment 
during  that  time? 

Mr.  Johnson.  No,  sir;  until  I  left  finally. 

Senator  Kenyon.  How  many  were  in  the  smoking  compartmeDt  at 
that  time? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Shall  I  name  them? 

Senator  Kenyon,  No;  just  the  number. 

Mr.  Johnson.  Five  or  six.  Two  or  thre«  people  dropped  into  the 
door  and  backed  out  and  left. 

Senator  Kenton.  Were  they  smoking  and  talking? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Just  generaUy,  as  people  josh  about  in  a  saioking 
ecunpartment. 

Senator  Krnyon,  Could  a  conversation  have  taken  place  there 
that  you  might  not  have  heard  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Not  of  that  startling  character. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Not  of  that  character? 

Mr,  Johnson.  No,  air- 
Senator  Kenyon.  It  depends,  of  course,  upon  the  tone  of  voice 
whether  you  would  have  heard  it  or  not? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  do  not  think  anything  as  emphatically  stated  as 
I  undei^ood  from  the  Senator's  reading  of  the  testimony — which 
is  the  first  reading  I  have  had  of  that  particular  testimony — could 
have  taken  place  while  I  was  there.  My  newspaper  sense  would  not 
have  allowed  that  to  pass,  because  I  am  just  as  anxious  to  find  out 
those  things  as  you  are,  Senators,  or  the  daily  newspaper  press. 

Senator  Jones.  You  say  that  Mr.  McGowan  had  positive  views  on 
reciprocity  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  He  had  that  positive  view  that  I  have  just  stated 
a  little  while  ago. 

Senator  Jones,  And  did  he  express  those  views  unre-iervediy? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Kather  as  a  finality.  He  said  reciprocity  between 
the  United  States  and  Canada  would  never  occur. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  he  express  his  personal  viewf^  upon  the  raeritn 
of  the  proposition  ? 

Mr,  JoH.vsoN.  He  might  have.  Senator;  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Jongs.  You  do  not  remember  that ! 

Mr.  Johnson.  No;  I  do  not  i^niember. 

Senator  Jones.  I  understood,  from  your  testimony 

Mr.  Johnson  (interrupting),  I  do  not  remember.  He  talked  quite 
interestingly  about  it. 

Senator  Jonks.  Did  von  hear  him  and  Mr.  Burgess  talking 
about  it? 

Mr.  Johnson.  No:  not  specificnlly.  All  the  time  there  was  not  a 
conversation  from  one  to  another,  but  just  generally,  as  it  might  be 
in  a  smoking  room. 
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Senator  Jonbs.  He  testified  in  hia  examiaation  that  he  and  Mr. 
Bn^ess  took  rather  neutral  views  on  reciprocity. 

Mr.  Johnson.  That  might  have  been.    I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Jonea.  Did  you  gather  that  from  his  conversation? 

Mr.  Johnson.  No;  I  did  not.  I  was  only  interested  in  the  Cana- 
dian side  of  the  question. 

Senator  Kenton.  What  is  this  American  Lunit>erman  that  you 
were  connected  with? 

Mr.  Johnson,  The  American  Lumberman  is  a  trade  or  class  jour- 
nal, devoted  to  lumber  news,  national  and  intfimstional.  It  is  a 
weekly  paper  printed  each  Thursday  in  Chicago. 

Senator  Kenyon.  You  were  the  staff  correspondent? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  was  the  chief  staff  representative  of  the  paper; 
the  general  staff  representative,  until  July  fi. 

Senator  Kbnyon.  Of  this  year? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Of  this  year. 

Senator  Kenton.  Is  a  stock  company  running  that  paper  "i 

Mr.  Johnson.  The  American  Lumberman  is  owned  oy  the  Ameri- 
can Lumberman  Co.  I  am  not  quite  sure  about  the  corporate  title  of 
it,  but  the  American  Lumberman  is  an  item  in  the  e-;tate  of  the  late 
J.  E.  Deffibaugh. 

Senator  Kenton.  When  did  he  die? 

Mr.  Johnson.  The  2l9t  of  November.  1909, 

Senator  Kenyon,  Who  was  the .  Deffibaugh  in  Washington  dur- 
ing the  discussion  on  the  lumber  tariff  here  in  1909?  Is  that  the 
same  one? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Undoubtedly. 

Senator  Kenyon.  He  is  dead? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Yes,  sir ;  he  is  dead. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Who  is  interested  in  the  American  Lumberman? 

Mr.  Johnson.  The  estate  of  the  late  J,  E.  DeRibaugh  only. 

Senator  Kenton.  Anyone  else? 

Mr.  Johnson.  No  person. 

Senator  Kenton.  No  peison  whatever? 

Mr.  Johnson.  No  person  whatever;  that  is,  in  a  proprietary  way, 
you  mean? 

Senator  Kenyon,  Yea,  You  knew  of  his  bein|;  in  Washington  in 
1909? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  Were  you  here  yourself? 

Mr.  Johnson,  I  was  not. 

Senator  Kenton.  Do  you  know  of  anv  contributions  being  made 
to  pay  the  expenses  of  that  committee  in  Washington  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Kenyox.  The  Weyerhaeusers  had  no  interest  in  this 
matter? 

Mr.  Johnson.  None  whatever. 

Senator  Kenton.  Or  Mr.  Hines! 

Mr.  Johnson.  None  whatever. 

Senator  Kenton.  How  long  have  you  known  the  Weyerhaeusers? 

Mr.  Johnson,  T  have  known  the  Weyerhaeusers,  personally,  not  at 
all  intimately.  I  have  known  Budolph  Weyerhaeuser  for  seven  or 
eight  ^'ears;  and  I  met  Mr.  F.  E.  Weyerhaeuser  at  the  National  As- 
sociation meeting  in  May  of  this  year  in  Chicago;  and  I  met  Mr. 
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John  Weyefhaeuser  for  tlie  first  time  on  this  trip  from  Duluth  to 
Virginia. 

Senator  Kenyon.  How  long  have  yon  known  Mr.  Edward  Hines! 

Mr-  Johnson.  I  have  known  Mr,  Edward  Hines  casually  from 
1887  until  within  the  last  two  or  three  years.  Mr,  Edward  Hines  and 
I  have  never  been  thrown  much  together  until  within  the  last  six 
or  eight  weeks. 

Senator  Kewton.  Have  you  had  business  connections  with  him? 

Mr,  Johnson.  I  never  made  a  business  contract  with  Mr.  Hines 
until  the  8th  of  March,  1911. 

Senator  Kenton,  What  was  that  contract? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Simply  a  contract  with  the  Virginia  &  Rain^r  I^ake 
Co.  and  the  American  Lumberman  for  a  small  display  card  in  our 
paper. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Have  you  had  any  business  connections  with 
them  now?  •> 

Mr,  Johnson.  None  whatever. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  say  vou  are  out  of  employment  now* 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  am,  pending  reemployment  by  the  American 
Lumberman. 

.  Senator  Kbnton.  Have  you  talked  with  Mr.  Hines  about  your  tes- 
timony in  this  case  in  this  hearing? 

Mr,  Johnson,  Not  specifically.  I  suppose  in  a  way;  yes.  Not 
in  any 

Senator  Kenyon.  Is  he  interested  in  any  ent«rprises  that  you  are 
interested  in? 

Mr.  Johnson.  None  whatever,  to  my  knowledge. 

Mr.  Healt.  I  would  like  to  ask  oiie  more  question.  When  you 
left  the  smoking  compartment  that  night,  Mr.  Johnson,  who  re- 
mained in  it? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  have  not  given  that  any  thought,  I  think  Mc- 
Gowan  and  Burgess,  and  I  am  pretty  sure  Mr,  Cusson  remained. 

Mr,  Healt,  Anybody  else? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Yes:  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser. 

Mr.  Healt.  Anybody  else  ? 

Mr.  Johnson,  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Mr.  Healt,  You  do  not  remember  Mr.  Price  being  in  there  after 
you  left? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  do  not  remember  ever  having  seen  Mr.  Price  until 
I  met  him  in  Washington, 

Mr.  Hynks.  As  you  sat  there,  Mr,  Johnson,  was  your  seat  prae- 
tically  opposite  Mr.  Wiehe  while  he  and  you  were  m  the  smoking 
compartment  ? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  sat  by  the  window, 

Mr,  IIynes.  But  your  chair 

>rr.  Johnson.  Was  practically  opposite  Mr.  McGowan  and  Mr. 
Wiehe. 

Mr.  Htnes,  Opposite  McGowan  and  Wiehe? 

Mr.  Johnson.   Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Mr.  Healy  did  not  read  one  question  and  answer 
when  he  was  reading  from  the  proceedings  before  the  Helm  com- 
mittee, Iiet  me  call  your  attention  to  it,  to  see  whether  you  recall 
having  made  this  statement. 

Mr.  Healt,  What  page? 
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Mr.  Hyneb.  Page  200.  This  is  where  Mr.  Healy  stopped,  in  respect 
to  your  observations,  and  looking  for  Mr,  Wiehe  in  the  open  car  out- 
side, was  this  question  put  to  yout 

Q.  Well  about  the  otber  pnrt  of  the  time? — A.  I  was  L-onverelag  wtih  several 
geatlemen  on  the  trniu  whooi  I  did — wliom  I  had  made  mraelf  an  nppoiiitnient 
to  see.  imd  whom  1  did  see.  Air.  Riidolpb  Weyerbneiiser,  Mr.  J.  E.  Rboades, 
and  two  others. 

Did  you  make  that  answer  to  him  in  that  connection,  as  to  how 
you  were  otherwise  engaged? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  do  not  know  about  the  text,  but  those  are  the 
facts. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Do  you  remember  the  substance  of  that — of  those 
facts? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Oh,  yes;  that  is  true. 

Senator  Fletcheh.  Referring  ^ain  to  the  statement  of  Mr.  Bur- 
gess as  to  the  conversation  with  A^.  Wiehe ;  Mr.  McGowan  has  testi- 
fied that  Mr,  Wiehe  never  returned  to  that  compartment  after  he  left 
it.  Now,  if  that  be  true,  was  it  possible  for  this  conversation  which 
Mr.  Burgess  states  took  place  to  have  taken  place  in  that  compartment? 

Mr.  JoHKBON.  Granting  that  Mr.  McGowan  was  telling  the 
truth,  no. 

Senator  Flbtcheb,  Mr,  Burgess  further  testified  that  there  was 
reference  made  to  a  Catholic  priest  and  detectives.  Did  you  hear 
anything  of  that  sort! 

Mr,  Johnson.  Not  a  word,  and  I  knew  nothing  of  that  until  I 
saw  it  in  the  evening  paper  here  the  other  day. 

Senator  Fletcheh.  If  Mr.  Wiehe  never  returned  to  the  compart- 
ment, what  would  von  say  as  to  that  conversation  having  taken 
pl.»! 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  would  say  that  it  did  not  occur  in  the  smoking 
room  of  that  sleeper. 

Senator  Gamble.  Were  you  in  a  position,  in  your  seat,  accessible 
to  Mr,  Wiehe  and  Mr.  Burges-s,  so  that  any  conversation  that  might 
have  passed  between  them  Buring  the  time  you  were  in  there  with 
Mr.  Wiehe  could  have  been  heard  oy  you?    Could  you  have  heard  it? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  could.     I  could  not  have  helped  it. 

Senator  Gamble.  And  you  were  there,  you  state,  during  all  the 
time  that  Mr.  W^iehe  was  tnere,  until  he  went  out? 

Mr.  Johnson.  From  the  time  I  came  in ;  yes. 

Senator  Gamble.  And  then  you,  in  about  five  minutes,  went  out 
of  the  smoking  compartment? 

Mr.  Johnson.  Yes. 

Senator  Gamble.  And  you  did  not  return  afterwards? 

Mr.  Johnson.  I  did  not. 

The  Chairman,  That  is  all. 

TESTmONY  OF  JOHN  B.  PRICE. 

John  B.  Pkice.  being  duly  sworn,  was  examined  and  testified  as 
follows : 
Mr.  Htnes,  Your  full  name,  please  ? 
Mr,  PmcE.  John  Benjamin  Price. 
Mr.  Hynes.  "WTiere  do  vou  live  ? 
Mr.  Price.  Seattle,  Wash. 
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Mr.  Hynes.  What  is  your  business! 

Mr.  Phice.  Lumber. 

Mr.  Hyne8.  With  what  concern ! 

Mr.  Price.  The  Puget  Sound  Lumber  Agency. 

Mr,  Hynes.  Are  you  connected  in  any  manner  with  the  Edward 
Hines  Lumber  Co.  or  with  any  concern  with  which  he  is  connected ! 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Htne8.  Or  with  which  that  company  is  c<MUiected ! 

Mr,  Price.  'So,  air. 

Mr.  Htnea.  How  long  has  you  been  in  the  lumber  business? 

Mr.  Price.  About  10  years. 

Mr.  Hynes.  H6w  long  have  you  lived  in  the  State  of  Washington  ? 

Mr.  Price.  All  my  lift.    I  was  bom  there. 

Mr.  Hynes.  "What  was  your  father's  name} 

Mr,  Price,  James  IL  Price. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Was  he  in  the- lumber  businetiS? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir, 

Mr,  Hynes.  What  was  his  portion,  if  h«  had  any  poeitionl 

Mr.  Price.  He  was  secretary  of  state  ior  about  four  years- 
Mr.  Hynes.  Were  you  bom  in  Seattle? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir;  I  was  bom  in  Victoria,  British  Columbia. 

Mr.  Htnes.  But  you  have  Uvad  in  Washington  ? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  I  understand  you  to  say  you  were  bom  ia  the 
State  of  Washington* 

Mr.  Price.  My  father  was  in  the  employ  of  the  Grovemment  at 
that  time. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Your  family  were  temporarily  absent  from  Wash- 
ington when  you  were  bom! 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  never  were  anything  else  thaii  an  American 
citizen ! 

Mr.  Price.  I  have  always  figured  that  I  was  bom  in  Washington. 

Mr.  Hynes,  Were  you  on  a  train  ^ing  from  Duluth  to  Virginia, 
in  the  State  of  Minnesota,  on  the  night  or  evening  of  the  7th  of 
March,  this  year  1 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  What  place  in  the  car  were  you  during  that  trip? 

Mr.  Price.  In  the  smoking  car  most  of  the  time — practically  all 
the  time. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Do  you  mean  the  smoking  car  or  the  smoking  com- 
partment of  the  sleeper  I 

Mr.  Price.  The  smoking  compartment. 

Mr,  Hynes.  Was  there  more  than  one  sleeper  on  the  train  going 
between  Duluth  and  Virginia  ? 

Mr.  Price,  No,  sir ;  there  was  not. 

Mr.  Hynes.  How  much  of  the  time,  if  any  of  the  time,  were  you 
in  the  open  portion  of  the  car? 

Mr.  Price,  For  a  few  moments  only. 

Mr,  Hykes.  Did  you,  when  you  went  in,  sit  down  in  the  open 
portion  of  the  car ! 

Mr.  Price,  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  What  did  you  do  there? 

Mr.  Price.  Left  my  grip  there. 
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Mr.  Htnesw  A».I  ; 
menti 

Mr.  Puce.  Yes.  sr. 

Mt.  Hvms.  Where  •*>:  71 1;  «-  3  -i^  -jn-  k:-:^  -  •!.  ^b.-tth-  -  ■ " 

Mr.  Price,  Wbeo  I  ~r<  -w-^-  ^  iut^  I  -*.-  :;-.»"  - —  ci  -^i-  fr  ic 
the  middle,  the  wal!  ^»«i- 

Mr.  Htxes.  Yoc  csfas.  "i*  V»-^r  *a-  - ..:-  -  ::-  »■  —  —  "-ii*  ~ir  * 

Mr,  Price.  Yes.  sr. 

Mr.  Htses,  H..W  :.  r*  :   :  t  «  «-  -j:.^  • 

Mr.  Pmce.  FruiD  :-  :     '•    ^-^r— .     "T:^  !  r"     ;    f  :  >^-  "  ■* 
car  a  moioeRt. 

Mr.  HnfiB,  Whai  <i>l  7":  ^<  .t  t^i  V-i   ..  f  r- 

Mr.  Pkice.  To  go  S«'-c  1-  :  1  •  «  »-  :ri-  r~  "   i-»   - 

Mr,  Htxes,  How  >rj»  i:  ■  t-*-.  r-^^-t  -    •.-  * 

Mr.  Peice.  Ju^  f.  r    'n  i  11  :   .  •  *  i:  -'-  — -r  ■:-    -^  :'  t:  -  y 
grip  was  all  right.  >fi  Ti-"-.  ~»-  ■*  -i  s: 

Mr.  Htites.  \  mir.tite  -r  tw    t  ti^*-  ' 

Mr.  Puce.  Y<«. 

Mr.  Htxes,  And  witrc  t^  -.  ■•«■  ■  -«  -i.  »   --^   '   :  v  *-  -.:  ? 

Mr.  Puce.  I  rtntd  co  ar  :  '-:-.-:  »-.  t.-t  ■  -  -^i-^  't-.-- 

Mr.  Htxes,  WhydiH  t...: -/(  -•-  »i.-r- r  .    1,  i  s.;  Vf  ~  ! 

Mr.  Price.  .\  peinli-s.ii.  Li :  i*i--  ::  t  ^.t. 

Mr.  Htxes.  Who? 

Mr,  Puce,  Mr.  Wiehe. 

Mr.  HrxBB.  How  lonsdi-i  he  •::  t :.*?•* 

Mr.  Puce.  Well.  poF.=:'->  frr.T-.  ■>■  \u  ■'/•  ::.■;::■;:*«.. 

Mr.  Htsbb.  And  what  did  he  d>>  ih*-r.  • 

Mr,  Prkx,  He  wss  called  r.ui. 

Mr.  Htses.  Do  tou  remt-ml^r  by  who;;.  * 

Mr.  Puce.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hr>-E8.  Bv  whom} 

Mr.  Puce.  By'Mr,  EdVard  Hines. 

Mr.  Htxes.  And  did  he  po  out ; 

Mr.  Pbce.  Yea. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Were  you  there — did  yo»i  oontimn?  tv  oiviipy  a  i>Iart» 
in  the  smokinir  compartment  after  he  went  ont^ 

Mr.  Puce,  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Htxes.  How  lon^r  did  you  remain  there  ? 

Mr.  Phic«,  Up  to  poBSibly  10  or  15  minute?  before  the  train  arriveil 
at  Vir|mua. 

Mr.  Htxes.  Up  to  the  time  that  the  approach  to  Virjriiiia  was 
annooDced  ! 

Mr.  PucB.  Yes,  sdr. 

Mr,  Htnis,  When  Mr.  Hines  called  Mr,  Wiehe.  did  he  rouie  into 
Qit  smoking  room! 

Mr.  Puce,  He  just  stepped  to  the  door  and  stuck  his  head  in  tho 
door, 

Mr.  Htnbs.  From  that  time,  from  the  time  thnt  Mr.  Wiehe  went 
out  in  response  to  the  call  of  Mr.  Hines,  did  Mr,  Wiehe  come  huck 
into  tJie  sm<^ng  compartment  t 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  are  sure  about  that* 

Mr.  Prics.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Hynes,  Mr.  Price,  did  you  pai'ticipate  in  the  conversation  at 
all? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  IIynes.  Did  you  see  Mr.  McGonan  there,  whom  you  have  seeii 
here? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  IIyne8.  Do  you  remember  where  he  sat  ? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  IIynes.  Where? 

Mr.  Price,  Next  to  the  window. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Do  you  remember  Mr.  Burgess  there  ? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes;  the  gentleman  who  has  been  mentioned  to  me  as 
Mr.  Burgess. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Do  you  remember  where  he  sat  J 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Where. 

Mr.  Price.  In  a  chair  on  the  right-hand  side  of  the  car,  tlie  right- 
hand  side  of  the  smoker. 

Mr.  Hynes.  You  have  seen  Mr.  Johnson  here? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Do  you  remember  where  he  sat? 

Mr.  I'rice.  In  a  chair. 

Mr.  Hynes.  ^Vhere  was  the  chair? 

Mr.  Price.  Facing  Mr.  McGowan. 

Afr.  Hynes,  Do  ynu  remember  where  anybody  else  sat  in  there! 

Mr.  I'rige.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes,  Who,  and  where? 

Mr,  Price.  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser  or  Mr.  Cusson  sat  immediately  nesi 
to  me  while  I  was  sitting  on  the  seat, 

Mr.  Hynes.  Before  you  went  out  and  before  Mr.  Wirfie  took  it? 

Mr.  Price,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  On  that  seat? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes,  While  you  were  there  do  you  remember  what  matters 
were  talked  about  there  by  the  people  who  were  there,  anybody  and 
everybody  f 

Ml.  Price.  Only  in  a  general  way. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Give  us  your  best  recollection  about  the  topics  there, 

ilr.  Price.  Reciprocity  was  discussed  and  the  tariff  and  the  water 
system  above  Cloquet,  Minn. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Do  you  remember  anything  else? 

Mr.  Price.  There  were  several  little  conversations  carried  on,  bui 
they  did  not  amount  to  very  much. 

Bir.  Htnes.  Do  you  remember  any  conversation  in  which  Mr. 
Cusson  or  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser  participated  in  respect  to  a  jury  it 
St  Paul? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes;  I  remember  something  about  the  discussion  about 
a  jury. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  Do  you  remember  what  it  was? 

Mr.  Price.  I  think  it  was  in  regard  to  trving  a  damage  suit  «ilb 
business  men  for  a  jury  instead  of  a  picfe-up  jury  such  as  they 
usually  get. 

Mr.  IIyneb.  Was  there  anything  said  particularly  that  you  recall 
about  that  or  do  you  only  remember  it  generally? 
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Mr.  Price.  JS'o  ;  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  Htnbs.  Was  anything  said  there  about  the  election  of  Senator 
L<Himer? 

Mr.  Pbice,  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Htkes.  By  anyone  in  that  room  during  the  time  that  you 
were  there  f 

Mr.  Price,  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  Mr.  Burgess  talk  about  the  election  of  Senator 
Lorimer  and  declare  that  it  was  believed  that  money  had  been  used 
in  his  election? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Anything  of  that  kind? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hyxes.  Did  Mr.  Wiehe  reply  or  pay  anything  to  the  effect 
that  a  jack  pot  had  been  raised  for  the  election  of  Senator  Lorimer! 

Mr.  PHitTB,  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  he  say  that  he  knew  what  he  was  talking  about, 
because  he  had  subscribed  $10,000  to  that  jack  pot  himselt? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Was  anything  of  that  character  or  nature  -said  ? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  By  Mr.  Wiehe,  or  by  anybody  else  in  that  room? 

Mr.  Price,  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes,  Was  anything  said  there  by  Mr.  Wiehe,  either  to  Mr. 
Burgess  or  anybody  else,  about  a  newspaper  in  Chicago  fiaving  em- 
ployed a  detective  agency  to  round  up  evidence  against  Senator  Lor- 
iraer,  and  that  a  detective  who  had  been  employed  had  gone  to  con- 
fession to  a  Father  Green,  and  that  Father  Green  refused  him  ab- 
solution; that  the  detective  had  confessed  to  the  priest  that  he  had 
been  getting  trumped-up  evidence  against  SenatorXorimer,  and  that 
the  priest  refused  him  absolution  until  he  made  reparation  and  i-es- 
titution  for  that  wrong? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Was  anything  of  that  kind  said  ? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir, 

Mr.  Hynes.  Was  there  anything  said  about  Father  Green  or  a 
Catholic  priest  t 

Mr.  Price.  No  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Was  anything  of  that  nature  or  character  said  while 
you  were  there? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  dr. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  with  the  exception  of  those  two  or  three  minutes 
that  you  spoke  of,  when  you  went  back  a  short  time  after  the  train 
started  to  look  after  your  grip,  to  see  whether  your  grip  was  all  ri^ht, 
you  were  in  the  smoking  compartment  until  the  approach  to  Virginia 
was  announced  ? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Hynes.  If  any  conversation  of  that  kind,  or  any  declaration 
of  that  kind,  or  any  expression  of  that  kind,  had  taken  place  in  your 
presence  there  would  you  have  heard  it? 
Mr,  Price.  Tes,  sir. 

Mr,  Hynes.  Do  you  think  you  would  have  remembered  it? 
Mr.  Price.  Absolutely. 


3dbvGoOg[e 


1554  SENATOR  FROM    ILLINOIS. 

Senator  Fletcher.  ^\'as  there  time  for  such  a  conversation  to  have 
taken  place  between  the  time  that  you  left  the  smoking  compart- 
ment tcfo  to  your  grip  and  the  time  when  you  r^umed  and  found 
Mr.  Wiehe  in  yomr  seat  ? 

Mr.  Price.  No;  there  was  not. 

Senator  Gaiible.  Was  Mr.  Wiehe  in  the-  smoking  compartiueni 
when  you  went  out  to  look  for  your  grip,  or  did  he  come  in  in  the 
meantime  before  you  got  back? 

Mr.  Price.  I  possiblj'  passed  him  coming  out  of  the  same  car. 

Senator  Gamble.  You  do  not  think  he  was  in  the  smoking  compart- 
ment when  you  left  to  look  after  your  grip! 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Johxktox.  Was  Mr.  Johnson  in  the  smoking  compartment 
when  you  left  to  look  after  your  grip? 

Mr,  Price.  Yes;  he  was. 

Senator  Gamble.  And  you  were  in  the  smoking  compartment  all 
of  the  lime  while  Mr.  Wiehe  was  there,  with  the  exception  of  going 
out  into  the  body  of  the  car  and  looking  at  your  grip ;  and  did  you 
at  once  return  1 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Gamble.  How  long  were  you  out  of  the  smoking  compart- 
ment at  that  time? 

ilr.  Phice.  Not  more  than  two  minutes. 

Mr.  Hvxes.  Did  you  sit  down  in  the  compartment  where  your  grip 
was! 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  r>id  you  open  it  or  do  anything  except  to  look  and  see 
it  was  there? 

Mr.  Price.  Oh,  I  possibly  shoved  it  over  in  the  seat. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Now,  I  want  to  show  you  this  declaration,  I  believe 
you  call  it. 

The  Chairman.  What  exhibit  is  that* 

Mr.  Hyxes.  It  is  a  new  one,  but  is  the  same  in  f(H-m  as  the  one  that 
wa.f  introdu<-ed  in  connection  with  the  testimony  of  Mr.  McGowan. 

(The  paper  referred  to  wa-s  marked  "Exhibit  Price  1,") 

The  Chairman.  You  may  proceed. 

Mr.  Hr>-E8.  Is  the  writing  on  that  yours? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes ;  all  excepting  the  word  Kekeka. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  What  does  that  represent? 

Mr.  Price,  That  is  the  car  that  we  were  transferred  to  at  Virginia 
City. 

Sir.  Hynes.  I  notice  that  is  dated  the  3d  month  and  the  8th  day 
and  the  11th  year.  You  went  up  on  the  night  of  the  7tii.  Do  you 
know  why  it  was  dated  the  8th  f 

Mr.  Price.  Because  we  crossed  the  line  on  the  8th. 

Mr.  Hyneh.  Do  you  know  what  hour  the  train  crosses  the  line  into 
Canada  ? 

Mr.  pRi(-E,  I  should  think  about  3  o'clock  or  4  o'clock  in  the 
morning. 

Mr.  Htnes.  To  whom  did  you  deliver  that  after  you  filled  it  out? 

Mr.  Price.  The  porter, 

Mr.  Htnes.  The  porter  on  which  car — ^the  Kekeka? 

Mr.  Price.  No;  the  Regina. 
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Mr.  HysES.  Do  you  know  whose  name  that  is?  Do  you  know 
whether  that  is  the  porter  on  the  Kekeka  or  the  Regina,  or  who  it 
mnv  be  ? 

Sir.  Price.  I  do  not  know  that. 

Mr.  Hynes.  When  did  you  next  see  this?  __=  ■  ' 

3Ir.  Price.  In  Seattle. 

Mr.  Htnes,  You  saw  this  in  Seattle? 

Mr.  Price,  Yes. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Who  had  it  when  it  was  shown  to  you  1  "* 

Mr.  Price.  Mr.  R.  J.  Shields. 

Mr.  Htnes.  \Vhat  was  said  about  it,  and  what  was  said  in  con- 
nection with  it  when  that  was  presented  to  you? 

Mr.  Price.  He  asked  me  if  I  had  signed  that.     I  told  him  I  had. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Well,  you  tell  the  full  connection  in  your  own  way 
briefly,  but  fully,  of  how  you  were  found  in  connection  with  this,  or 
in  auy  other  way,  as  a  partj  who  was  on  the  car  that  night? 

Mr.  Price.  Well,  I  received  a  telephone  communication  at  homo 
one  evening  from  some  gentleman  saying  that  he  had  received  a 
wire  from  some  one  in  Chicago  speaking  about  some  timberlands 
that  I  had  on  Vancouver  Island.  I  denied  all  knowledge  of  having 
any  timberlands,  and  he  insisted  that  I  did  have.  I  finally  men- 
tioned that  I  was  in  the  lumber  business,  and  he  asked  me  my 
address  and  where  I  was,  and  I  gave  it  to  him,  and  that  was  the 
last  I  heard  of  it,  until  the  same  gentleman  called  me  up  again, 
possibly  two  weeks  afterwards,  and  had  another  conversation  in 
rt^rd  to  this  timberland.  Then  I  received  a  wire  from  Mr.  R.  J. 
Shields  asking  me  if  I  would  be  in  Seattle  on  a  certain  day,  I  think 
on  a  Wednesday,  and  I  wired  back  that  I  would  be  there,  and  I  do 
not  think  Mr.  Shields  arrived  on  that  day. 

He  came  several  days  afterwards.  He  came  into  the  oflice  and  said 
he  was  on  a  verj'  peculiar  mission,  and  asked  me  if  I  had  been  on  a 
certain  car  on  the  Canadian  Northern,  or  the  Duluth  &  Missabe 
Xorthern,  I  guess  it  was  called  then,  between  Duluth  and  Virginia,  on 
the  7th  day  of  March,  and  I  told  him  I  had.  Then  he  started  to  tell 
me  the  testimony  that  had  been  given  at  Springfield,  and  asked  me  if 
I  recollected  any  such  conversation.  I  told  him  I  did  not.  He  asked 
nie  if  I  was  willing  to  sign  an  affidavit  to  that  effect,  and  I  said  I  was. 
Possibly  two  days  after  that  Mr,  Shields  brought  an  affidavit  up  to 
the  office,  and  I  read  it  over  and  told  him  I  would  sign  it,  and  so  we 
went  downstairs  to  the  bank  in  the  same  building  that  we  were  in, 
and  I  signed  the  affidavit. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  the  affidavit  represent  the  substance  of  what  you 
had  told  him? 

Mr.  Price,  Yes;  of  what  he  had  told  me. 

Mr.  HvNES.  AVhat  you  had  told  in  reply  to  his  question  ? 

Mr,  Price.  Yes. 

Mr,  Hynes.  That  is  your  recollection  of  the  subject? 

Mr.  Price,  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes,  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  shall  we  pursue  the  course  that 
we  pursued  yesterday  with  reference  to  the  similar  exhibit,  offered  in 
the  testimony  of  Mr.  McGowan,  instead  of  taking  the  time  to  read  it  ? 

The  Chairman.  That  will  be  the  better  way. 
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Mr.  Hynes,  Senator  Kenyon  was  not  here  yesterday  and  perhaps 
did  not  hear  what  this  exhibit  was. 

Senator  Kenyon.  I  will  look  it  over  now, 

Mr.  Hi'NEfl.  It  is  the  form  of  declaration  made  going  into  Canada. 

Senator  Jones,  In  connection  with  this  declaration  I  will  ask  you 
right  now,  Mr,  Price:  I  understood  that  you  changed  cars  at  Vir- 
ginia? 

Mr.  Price,  Yes,'  sir. 

Senator  Jones,  Now,  I  understood  you  to  say  a  moment  ago  that 
you  handed  this  declaration  to  the  porter  of  the  car  B^na  ? 

Mr.  Phice.  Well,  I  think  it  was  presented  to  him  before  I  went  in 
to  the  Kekeka. 

Senator  Jones.  Was  it  presented  to  you  before  you  changed  car^ 
at  Virginia! 

Mr.  Price.  I  would  not  exactly  say  as  to  that. 

Senator  Jones.  Now,  you  got  into  the  Kekeka  car  at  Virginia? 

Mr.  Price.  Yea. 

Senator  Jones,  So  that  if  this  was  handed  to  the  porter  of  the  car 
ReE!;ina,  it  must  have  been  handed  to  him  before  you  left,  and  before 
the  time  you  got  to  Virginia? 

Mr,  Price.  Yes, 

Senator  Fletcher.  Did  the  fame  porter  accompany  on  both  cars '. 

Mr.  Price.  I  can  not  remember  exactly  whether  he  did  or  not. 

Senator  Jones.  Why  did  this  change  of  cars  take  place  there  at 
Virginia  t 

Mr.  Price,  I  heard  a  conversation  in  regard  to  it  by  the  porter. 
A  spring,  I  think,  had  been  broken  on  the  Regina. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  you  have  the  same  porter  on  the  Kekeka  car 
that  you  had  on  the  Regina? 

Mr.  Price,  I  do  not  know ;  I  do  not  remember. 

Senator  Jones,  Did  you  go  to  bed  right  away  after  you  got  onto 
the  new  car? 

Mr,  Price.  Very  shortly  afterwards. 

Senator  Jones,  Do  yon  roineiuber  seeing  the  porter  after  you  went 
into  that  car? 

Mr,  Price.  No;  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Senator  Jones.  You  don't  remember  seeing  him  ? 

Mr,  I^ice.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Jones.  Do  you  remember  seeing  him  when  you  got  up  the 
next  morning? 

Mr.  Price,  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Jones.  You  do  not  remember  whether  that  was  the  same 
porter  that  was  on  the  Regina  car  or  not? 

Mr.  Price,  No,  sir. 

Senator  Jones.  Are  you  sure  that  you  handed  this  declaration  to 
the  Regina  carjjorter? 

Mr,  Price,  1  es. 

Senator  Jones,  Was  it  called  for  before  vou  got  to  Virginia  ? 

Mr,  Price,  It  was  ciillcd  for  at  Virginia,  "l  think. 

Senator  Jones.  How  long  did  you  sta}'  there? 

Mr,  Price,  I  should  judge  10  minute.s. 

Senator  Jones,  How  long  did  you  stay  in  the  car  Regina  after 
you  got  to  Virginia  ? 
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Mr.  Price.  Possibly  5  minutes. 

Senator  Jones.  While  you  stopped  there,  did  you  fill  out  the  decla- 
ration ? 

Mr.  Price.  I  think  so;  yes. 

Senator  Jones.  And  handed  it  to  this  porter? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Have  you  ever  had  any  business  with  the  Edward 
liines  Lumber  Co.  ? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  air. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Or  with  Edward  Hines  personally? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  HTNEfi.  Or  with  Mr.  Wiehel 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes,  Did  you  know  Edward  Hines  or  Mr.  Wiehe  at  all 
before  that  trip  ? 

Mr.  Price.  Not  personally. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Did  you  recognize  his  appearance  from  the  pictures 
that  you  had  seen? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  I  notice  that  both  of  these  declarations  are  signed  by 
the  same  porter  or  the  same  signature,  B,  B.  MiUer,  the  one  tnat  was 
introduced  in  connection  with  the  testimony  of  Mr.  McGowaii  and 
the  one  that  is  now  offered. 

Mr.  Healy.  Is  not  that  the  signature  of  the  car  conductor? 

Mr.  Htnes.  Yes;  that  is  the  car  conductor;  that  is  right.  Mr. 
Chairman,  I  will  ask  the  same  privilege  with  respect  to  this  Price 
Exhibit  1  as  was  granted  to  me  in  respect  to  the  other. 

The  Chairman.  You  mean  to  return  that  to  the  Canadian  authori- 
ties? 

Mr.  Htnes.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Of  course,  that  will  be  granted. 

(Exhibit  Price  No.  1  is  in  words  and  figures  as  follows:) 

Exhibit  Pbice  No.  1. 


(Form  916.) 

1.  Name.    J.  Ren  Price. 

2.  Where  from    (if  United  States  citizen,   mention  what   State).    Se.ittle, 
TVaBb. 

3.  Is  It  jour  Intention  to  remain  Ui  Caoada?    No. 

4.  WLat  is  your  occuiiation?     LuDiber. 

5.  What  Is  your  dest Illation?    Wlnnliteg. 

0.  Have  you  a  family  wltli  you  on  this  tmin?    If  so.  give  number  of  adults, 
male  or  female,  and  children,  male  or  female.    No. 

7.  Are  you  and  tliose  accompauylne  you  In  good  benltli.     Yes. 

8.  When  and  where  vuccliiiitwi.  and  If  succedsful.    Fifteen  yearB  ago. 
(PassenfjerR  must  be  preimred  to  produce  the  vncclnatlon  mark  If  the  medical 

officer  HO  desires.     If  they  have  not  been  vncciniited,  the  law  compels  that  this 
be  done  before  they  iire  allowed  lo  enter  the  country.) 

Berth  No.  G.    Car,  Kukabelia.    Train  No.  1.    Dale,  March  8,  1911. 

B,  B.  JIlLLES. 

(Slgoatiire  ot  ale«plDg-cat  caaductor.) 
[StAI..]  J.  K.  Sparuuo. 

Notary  PuMv,  Winnipeo,  Manitoba.i 
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IndnrEed  across  the  fnce  at  the  toil  of  the  exbthit  the  followhift:  r. 

.    Tills  Is  Eshlblt  1  reterred  to  In  the  atOdAvU  of  Richard  B.  Miller, 

decliired  before  me  the  ilth  day  of  May.  A.  D.  HHl.     W.  B.  Hull,  noUirr  pubUc 

for  Manitoba.    r.  — .    TUIb  is  Exhibit  1  referred  to  In  the  affidavit 

of  Jiilins  Pitts,  declared  before  nie  the  IHb  day  of  May,  A.  D.  Iftil.  «".  B.  Hull, 
notary  public  for  Maulloba. 

Indorsed  across  the  face  at  the  bottom  of  the  exhibit  the  followlnfc:  

V. .     ThlB  iB  Exhibit  1  referred  to  In  the  detlaratlou  of  Rk-hard  Breckm- 

rldge  Miller,  decliireil  before  me  the  23d  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1911.  Jno.  K. 
Sparllnfc,  a  notary  public, 

Mr.  Hyneb,  Mr,  Price,  what  is  your  age? 

Mr.  Price.  Thirty-three  years. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Are. you  a  married  man? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Marble.  Mr,  Price,  where  were  you  coining  from  od  that  trip  i 

Mr,  Price.  Duluth. 

Mr,  Marble,  Duluth  was  your  starting  point  f 

Mr.  Prick.  'No,  sir;  I  cajoe  from  the  coast.  I  started  from  Minne- 
apolis. 

Mr.  Marblb.  You  had  come  from  the  coast  to  Mimieapolis,  and 
frmn  Minneapolis  you  were  on  your  way  back  htnne  t 

Mr,  Phicx.  Well,  I  was  working  <|uite  a  territory.  Oa  that  trip  I 
really  started  from  Minoeapolis. 

Afr.  Marble.  Selling  lumber? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes, 

Mr.  Marbls.  WTiere  did  you  go? 

Mr.  Price,  I  went  to  Winnipeg, 

Mr.  Marble,  And  from  Winnipeg  where  did  you  go? 

Mr.  Price.  To  Grand  Forks,  N.  Dak. 

Mr,  Marble.  And  then? 

Mr.  Price.  From  there  to  Minot,  N,  Dak, 

Mr.  Marble.  And  on  we.st? 

Mr.  Price.  No;  I  came  down  the  Soo  to  Jamestown. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  were  selling  lumber? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Are  you  &  manufacturer  of  lumber? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr,  Marble.  For  whom  were  you  selling  lumber? 

Mr.  Price.  The  Puget  Sound  Lumber  Agency, 

Mr.  Marble.  Are  you  a  stockholder  in  that  concern? 

Mr.  Price,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Is  the  Puget  Sound  Lumber  Agency  a  manufacturer 
of  lumber,  or  a  selling  agency  for  various  manufacturers? 

Mr.  Price.  It  is  a  selling  agency. 

Mr.  Marble.  For  more  manufacturers  than  one? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  M.vrble,  Are  you  interested  in  any  of  the  manufacturers  who 
sell  that  agency? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir, 

Mr,  Marble.  Are  you  yourself  the  owner  of  any  lumber  mills  or 
of  any  stumpage  ? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr,  Marble.  You  are  concerned  in  the  lumber  business  only  as 
a  salesman  for  this  agency  ? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Marble.  How  long  have  you  been  selling  lumber  for  that 
agency  ? 

Mr.  Price.  Since  February. 

Mr.  Mabble.  What  was  your  business  before  that  time? 

Mr.  Price.  A  sales  manager  of  another  company. 

Mr.  Marble.  What  company? 

Mr.  Price.  The  Parker-Bell  Lumber  Co, 

Mr.  Marble.  How  long  were  you  with  the  Parker-Bell  Lumber 
Co.? 

Mr.  Price.  About  five  years. 
'Mr.  Marble.  Always  the  sales  manager? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes ;  I  was  with  them. 

Mr,  Marble.  Wben  you  got  on  the  train,  you  went  first  to  your 
berth,  did  you  with  your  baggage? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  air. 

Mr.  Marble.  Or  did  the  porter  take  it  to  the  car  ? 

Mr.  Price.  No:  I  took  it. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  long  was  it  before  you  weot  to  the  smoking  room 
of  the  car? 

Mr.  Price.  Immediately. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  go  to  the  smoking  room  before  tbe  train 
started? 

Mr.  Price.  I  do  not  quite  recollect  whether  the  train  had  started 
or  not. 

Mr.  Marble.  Would  you  say  it  was  very  close  to  the  starting  timet 

Mr.  Price.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  did  not  wait  in  the  train  very  long  before  it 
started? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marbi^,  How  long  did  you  stay  there  then? 

Mr.  Price,  About  15  to  30  moments,  I  should  say. 

Mr.  Marble,  Was  it  nearer  30  than  15,  or  neam- 15  than  30? 

Mr.  Price.  Possibly  nearer  15. 

Mr.  Marbi^  About  a  quarter  of  an  hour? 

Mr.  Price,  Thereabouts;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Or  a  little  more? 

Mr.  Price,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  More  rather  than  leas? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Well,  you  said  15  to  30  moments. 

Mr.  Price.  Fifteen  to  thirty  moments. 

Mr.  Marble,  Is  that  the  b^t  impression  that  you  can  give  us  of 
that  time? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  By  a  moment,  you  mean  a  minute,  one-sixtieth  of  an 
hour? 

Mr.  Price.  That  is  it. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  remember  who  was  in  that  smoking  ixxMn 
when  you  first  went  in? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Who? 

Mr.  Price.  Mr.  McGowan.  Mr.  Johnson,  and  Mr.  Burgess, 

Mr,  Marble.  When  did  you  first  learn  that  the  gentleman  whom 
you  call  Mr.  McGowan  was  Mr,  McGowan?  When  did  you  learn 
his  name? 
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Mr.  Price.  When  we  were  going  to  bed. 

Mr.  Mahble.  After  you  Had  passed  Virginia  ? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes.  ' 

Mr.  Marble.  He  told  you  his  name  then.?  ! 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Marble.  And  his  address? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Marble.  And  when  did  you  first  leam  Mr.  Johnson's  name? 

Mr.  Price,  I  have  known  Mr.  Johnson's  reputation. 

Mr,  Marble,  Did  Mr.  Johnson's  reputation  help  you  to  rect^nize 
his  face! 

Mr.  Price,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Had  you  known  him  personally? 

Mr,  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  did  you  recognize  him ! 

Mr.  Price,  T  recognized  him  from  photograph-s  and  from   words 
that  were  said  in  the  car. 

Mr.  Marble,  Photographs  of  what! 

Mr.  Price.  His  name  was  called  in  the  car. 

Mr,  Marble,  And  that  reminded  you  of  the  photi^aphs  -which 
you  had  seen! 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marbi£.  Do  you  know  where  you  had  seen  those  photograph.s  1 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr,  Marble,  In  the  hands  of  a  friend  ? 

Mr,  Price.  No,  dr;  in  a  paper  of  some  kind. 

Mr,  Marble.  Can  you  recognize  a  gentleman  from  a  newspaper 
portrait  ? 

Mr,  Price,  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  many  times  had  you  seen  his  pictures  in  the 
papers? 

Mr,  Price.  Possibly  two  or  three, 

Mr.  Marble.  Had  they  attracted  your  attention? 

Mr.  Price,  Yes,  sir, 

Mr,  Marble,  Were  you  interested  in  Mr.  Johnson? 

Mr,  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Marble.  WTiy  were  you  interested  in  him? 

Mr,  Price,  Because  he  is  the  fmmder  of  the  Concatinated  Order 
of  Hoo-Hoos. 

Mr.  Marble,  That  is  a  secret  order? 

Mr.  Price.  No;  it  is  a  social  order. 

Mr.  Marbij:.  A  social  order  of  lumbermen? 

Mr,  Price.  And  others. 

Mr.  Marble.  Particularly  of  lumbermen,  is  it  not? 

Mr,  Price,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble,  Are  you  a  member  of  that  order? 

Mr,  Price.  Yes,  sir ;  I  was. 

Mr.  Marble,  And  you  were  interested  in  Mr.  Johnson  on  that  ac- 
count— was  that  it  ? 

Mr.  Price,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Who  else  did  you  say  was  in  the  car  whwi  you  went 
in? 

Mr,  Price.  Mr.  McGowan. 
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Mr.  Maebl^  By  the  way,  did  you  tell  Mr.  Johnson  that  you  were 
interested  in  him? 
Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marbi^  Did  you  hail  him  as  the  founder  of  the  order  to  which 
you  belonged! 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  give  him  any  secret  agaa  or  passwords? 
Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  manifest  your  interest  in  him  in  any  way? 
Mr.  RuCE.  Possibly  by  lo(Mng  at  him, 
Mr.  Makkle.  But  only  in  that  way? 
Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  The  third  man  who  was  in  the  car  when  you  went  in 
was  wh(«n? 

Mr.  Price.  Mr.  Burgess. 

Mr.  Marble.  When  did  you  learn  that  that  man's  name  was  Bur- 
gess? 
Mr.  Price.  From  Mr.  Shields,  I  think. 

Mr,  Marble.  From  Mr.  Shields?     You  did  not  know  him  before? 
Mr.  Price.  He  recalled  the  stranger  who  was  in  the  car  as  Mr. 
BuM^ess. 

Mr.  Marble.  There  were  a  number  of  strangers  to  you  in  the  car, 
were  there  not  ? 
Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  knew  all  of  the  gentlemen  in  the  car? 
Mr.  Price.  I  knew  the  Hi nes- Weyerhaeuser  party. 
Mr.  Marble.  You  were  acquainted  with  them  before? 
Mr.  Price.  Not  personallv. 

Mr.  Marble,  But  you  did  not  know  Mr.  Burgess's  name  until  Mr. 
Shields  suggested  it  to  you? 
Mr.  Price,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  did  he  suggest  it  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Price.  He  really  mentioned  him  as  the  other  stranger  that 
was  in  the  ear. 

Mr.  Marble.  Had  you  discussed  all  of  the  other  people  in  the  car 
before  Mr,  Burgess  was  mentioned? 
Mr,  Price.  Yes, 

Mr.  Marbij;,  That  is  the  order  in  which  Mr.  Shields  recalled  these 
men  to  your  mind  ?    He  mentioned  all  of  the  people  in  the  car  except 
Mr.  Burgess  before  he  mentioned  him  ? 
Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  he  not  start  by  discussing  Mr,  Burgess's  testi- 
mony? 
Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Marble.  Did  he  not  mention  Mr.  Burgess  first,  then? 
Mr.  Price.  But  not  as  being  in  the  car. 
Mr.  Marble.  Did  he  read  the  testimony  to  you? 
Mr.  Price,  No,  sir, 

Mr.  Marble,  Did  he  tell  you  what  the  testimony  related  to? 
Mr.  Price,  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  he  not  tell  you  the  testimony  related  to  &  con- 
versation in  the  car? 
Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Marble.  Then  was  not  Mr,  Burgess's  name  mentioned  first  as 
having  been  in  the  car ' 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Marble  (continuing).  Instead  of  last? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir.  His  name  was  mentioned,  but  he  was  not  de- 
scribed as  being  in  the  car  until  all  the  others  had  been  taken  care  of. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  was  Mr.  Johnson  taken  care  of  by  Mr,  Shieldst 

Mr,  Price.  He  asked  me  if  I  remembered  him, 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  he  call  him  by  name? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  lie  describe  him  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Marble.  Or  was  the  name  enough? 

Mr,  Price,  The  name  was  enough. 

Mr,  Marble.  Which,  or  both? 

Mr.  Price.  Both. 

Mr.  Marble.  Who  came  into  the  car  next  to  Mr.  Burgess? 

Mr.  Price,  Mr,  Weyerhaeuser  and  Mr,  Cusson. 

Mr.  Marble,  I  mean  in  the  smoking  compartment? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  they  come  in  together? 

Mr.  Price.  Practically  together. 

Mr.  Marble.  TVTiich  came  in  first? 

Mr.  Price.  Mr.  Cusson. 

Mr.  Marble.  Are  you  sure  of  that? 

Mr.  Price.  I  should  think  he,  being  the  shorter,  would  come  in 
first. 

Mr.  Marble.  Are  you  reasoning,  or  are  you  remembering  n6w? 

Mr.  Price.  Reasoning. 

Mr.  Marble.  Reasonmg?    Do  you  remember  who  came  in  first? 

Mr.  Price,  No,  sir, 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  remember  whether  or  not  they  came  in  to- 
•  gether  ? 

Mr.  Price,  Yes,  sir;  they  came  in  together. 

Mr.  Marble.  ^Aoien  did  you  first  learn  that  this  gentleman's  name 
was  Cusson  t 

Mr,  Price.  I  had  had  Mr.  Cusson  described  to  me. 

Mr.  Marble.  Previous  to  that? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marbu:,  What  was  the  occasion  for  that? 

Mr.  Price.  By  an  insurance  man,  I  asked  him  who  the  manager 
of  the  Virginia  &  Rainy  Lake  Co.  was,  and  he  described  Mr.  Cusson. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  have  business  with  the  Virginia  &  Rainy 
Lake  Co.? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  What  was  your  interest  in  the  manager  of  that  com- 
pany? 

Mr.  Price.  Just  his  mentioning  it, 

Mr.  Marble.  What  insurance  man? 

Mr.  Price.  An  insurance  man  of  Minneapolis;  I  do  not  recall  the 

Mr.  Marble.  Were  you  acquainted  with  that  insurance  man  ? 
Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  ^\Tiy  were  vou  seeking  information  about  Mr.  Cus- 
«on? 
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Mr,  Price.  Because  he  showed  me  a  diagram  of  the  Virginia  & 
Bainy  Lake  plant. 

Mr.  Mahble.  Mr.  Cusson  did? 

Mr.  Price.  Xo;  the  insurance  man, 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  ask  about  any  otlier  officers  of  the  Virsinia 
A  Rainy  Lake  Co.! 

Mr.  Price.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Marble,  "Whom  did  you  ask  him  about? 

Mr.  Price.  Who  the  board  of  directors  were. 

Mr,  Marbi^  AVhen  do  you  say  you  fii-st  learned  that  this  gentle- 
man's name  was  Cusson? 

Mr.  Price.  When  he  was  described  to  me  by  this  insurance  man. 

Mr.  M^utBLE.  Did  the  insurance  man  describe  Mr,  Cussdn  to  you  so 
well  that  you  recognized  Mr,  Cusson  when  he  came  into  that  com- 
partment ?" 

Mr.  Price.  Immediately. 

Mr.  Marble.  He  is  very  peculiar  in  his  physical  appearance,  is  he? 

Mr,  Price,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  vou  ever  see  anyone  else  who  looked  at  all  like 
him  ? 

Mr.  Price.  It  is  possible. 

Mr.  Makble.  But  you  knew  this  was  Mr,  Cusson  ? 

Mr.  Price,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Very  well.  When  did  you  first  learn  Mr.  Weyer- 
haeuser's  identitv? 

Mr.  Price.  Wiien  I  saw  him, 

Mr.  Marble.  How  did  you  know  that  it  was  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser? 

Mr,  Price.  I  had  seeen  him  before. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  knew  Mr,  Weyerhaeuser  before  that,  did  you? 

Mr.  Price.  I  had  seen  him  before. 

Mr.  Marble.  Had  you  met  him  before  ? 

Mr.  Price.  No,"  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Had  he  been  pointed  out  to  you  as  Mr.  Weyer- 
haeuser ? 

Mr.  Prick.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble,  Did  you  know  his  first  name  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Price,  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Marble.  Were  you  acquainted  with  all  of  the  Weyerhaeusers 
by  sight? 

Mr.  Price,  Three  of  them. 

Mr.  Marble.  Three  of  them.  Had  you  met  any  of  them  per- 
sonally? 

Mr,  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr,  Marble.  Does  this  selling  agency,  for  which  you  sell  lumber, 
market  lumber  for  the  Weyerhaeuser  mills! 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr,  Marble.  Not  for  any  Weyerhaeuser  mills? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  know  that,  do  you  ? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Very  well.  Who  came  into  the  smoking  compart- 
ment next  after  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser? 

Mr.  Price.  No  one  that  I  remember  at  this  time. 
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Mr.  Marble.  How  long  before  the  trip  was  it  that  Mr.  Cusson  had 
been  described  to  you  i 

Mr.  Pkice.  Two  days  previous. 

Mr.  Marble.  But  you  do  not  remember  the  name  of  the  man  who 
described  him? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marblk.  AVho  did  you  say  came  in  next  after  Mr,  Weyer- 
haeuser ? 

Mr.  Price,  No  one.    I  think  Mr.  Cusson  preceded  him. 

Mr.  Marble.  But  afterwards,  who  was  the  next  man  to  come  into 
that  smoking  compartment  t 

Mr.  Price.  Mr.  Wiehe. 

Mr.  Marble.  When  did  you  learn  that  it  was  Mr.  Wiehe  th»t 
came  in! 

Mr.  Price.  I  recognized  Mr.  Wiehe, 

Mr,  Marble.  Did  you  know  him  previously  ? 

Mr.  Price.  No  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  did  vou  recognize  him? 

Mr.  Price.  I  recognized  him  by,  really,  a  description. 

Mr.   Marble.  From   reading  a   descripticoi,  you  sayi     [After  » 
pause.]     Perhaps  I  misunderstood  you. 

Mr.  Price,  If  you  will  state  the  question,  I  will  try  to  answer  it. 

Mr,  Marble.  >\Tiere  did  you  get  the  description  of  Mr.  Wiehe 
which  enabled  you  to  recognize  him ! 

Mr.  Price.  I  do  not  remember. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  long  before  the  trip  was  it  that  Mr,  Wiehe  bad 
been  described  to  yon? 

Mr.  Price.  Some  little  time. 

Mr.  Marble.  A  month? 

Mr.  Price.  Some  little  time. 

Mr.  Marble.  A  month? 

Mr.  Price,  I  could  not  say. 

Mr.  Marble.  Two  months? 

Mr,  Price.  I  could  not  say. 

Mr.  Marbu;.  Three  months? 

Mr.  Price.  I  could  not  say. 

Mr.  Marble.  Four  months? 

Mr.  Price,  I  could  not  say. 

Mr.  Marble.  Five  months? 

Mr.  Phice.  I  could  not  say. 

Mr.  Marbiji.  Six  months? 

Mr.  Price.  I  could  not  say. 

Mr.  Marble.  A  year? 

Mr.  Price.  I  have  no  recollection  whatever. 

Mr.  Marble.  Could  you  say  that  it  was  less  than  a  year  or  more 
than  a  vear? 

Mr.  f^icE.  No.  sir. 

Mr.  Marbij;,  Was  it  two  years? 

Mr.  Price.  I  can  not  say, 

Mr.  Marble.  You  can  not  say? 

Mr.  Price,  No,  sir. 

Mr.   Marble,  AMmt  is  your  answer — that  it  was  not  two  years 
previously  ? 

Mr.  Price.  I  can  not  recollect. 
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Mr.  Mabble.  Was  it  three  Tears  previously  ? 

Mr.  Price.  I  can  not  recollect. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Could  you  say  that  it  was  less  than  three  years? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Where  did  jou  pet  this  description  of  Mr.  Wiehe 
which  was  so  exact  and  so  vivid  that  it  enabled  yoii  to  recognize  him 
on  a  railway  train,  and  yet  you  can  not  remember  when  it  was? 

Mr.  Price.  I  can  not  remember  that. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  do  not  remember  where  it  was? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Mabble.  It  did  not  malie  any  impression  of  time  or  place  upon 
you? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  But  it  impressed  Mr,  Wiehe's  features  upon  you  so 
that  you  recognized  him  when  you  met  him  on  a  train? 

Mr.  Price.  Knowing  that  the  party  was  the  board  of  directors  of 
the  Virginia  &  Rainy  Lake  Co. ;  yes. 

Mr.  Mahbi*.  You  knew  that  Mr.  Wiehe  was  a  director  of  that  com- 
pany, did  you  ? 

Mr.  Pbice.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Had  you- been  very  much  interested  in  that  company? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Marble.  Why! 

Mr.  Price.  Because  it  was  one  of  the  largest  companies  in  that 
vicinity. 

Mr.  Mabble.  There  are  other  large  companies  in  that  vicinity,  are 
there  not? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Would  you  recognize  the  directors  of  the  Cloquet 
liumber  Co.,  do  you  think,  if  you  met  them? 

Mr.  Pbice.  Most  of  them;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  know  them? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Have  you  met  them? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  have  acquainted  yourself  with  their  physical 
appearance,  however,  well  enough  so  that  you  think  you  woulcl  rec- 
ognize them  if  you  should  meet  them  on  a  train? 

Mr.  Price.  Some  of  them ;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  still  you  do  not  recall  where  you  got  the  de- 
scription of  Mr.  Wiehe  which  enabled  you  to  recognize  him? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Very  well.    Who  came  in  next  after  Mr.  Wiehe? 

Mr,  Price.  No  one  that  I  remember. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  was  Mr.  Wiehe  described  to  you  when  you  got 
your  description? 

Mr.  Price.  As  he  looks  to-day. 

Mr.  Marble.  As  he  looks  to-day? 

Mr.  Price,  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Xl.xRBLE,  How  is  that?     Describe  him. 

Mr.  Price.  With  a  mustache,  blue  eyes,  with  a  sort  of  a — something 
wrong  with  his  nose :  a  little  hump  in  it. 

Mr.  Marble.  What  else?  Go  on.  Give  us  a  description,  so  that 
we  can  recognize  him  when  we  see  him,  noir 
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Mr.  Price.  That  described  him  to  me. 

Mr,  Makble.  Can  you  give  nothing  further? 

Mr.  Price.  His  size. 

Mr.  Marble.  All  right.  Go  on ;  give  us  the  description  of  Mr. 
Wiehe  just  as  it  was  given  to  you — the  vivid  description  vhich 
helped^ou  to  recognize  nim.    That  is  what  we  want. 

Mr.  Price.  That  was  really  the  way'he  was  described  to  me. 

Mr.  Marble.  What  do  you  say  about  his  size? 

Mr,  Price,  A  man  about  190  pounds. 

Mr.  Marble.  Anything  about  his  complexion? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Anything  about  whether  he  was  bald-headed  or  hid 
hair  on  his  head? 

Mr,  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Anything  about  the  size  of  his  nose? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Or  the  size  of  his  mouth? 

Mr.  Prick.  No. 

Mr.  Marble.  Or  the  size  of  his  chin? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Or  the  kind  of  clothes  he  was  accustomed  to  wearing  I 

Mr.  Price.  No, 

Mr.  Marbu:.  Whether  he  had  sandy  or  black  hair  ? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  No? 

Mr.  Pkice.  No. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  had  not  been  told  whether  or  not  he  was  sandy- 
haired  or  black-haired  ? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Had  you  been  told  whether  or  not  he  had  a  beardt 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  What  had  you  been  told  in  that  regard? 

Mr.  Price.  That  he  had  worn  a  beard. 

Mr.  Marble.  That  he  had  worn  a  beard  ?  Were  you  told  whether 
it  was  red  or  black? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Mabblb.  What  had  you  been  told  about  that  ? 

Mr.  Price,  Black, 

Mr.  Marble.  You  say  you  had  been  told  nothing  about  his  hair^ 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Anything  about  the  size  of  his  ears? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr,  Marble.  Or  any  other  physical  characteristic? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  yet  you  recognized  him  from  such  a  descrip- 
tion as  that? 

Mr.  Price.  As  being  director  of  the  Virginia  &  Rainy  Lake  lum- 
ber Co. 

Mr.  Marble,  You  said  a  minute  ago  that  he  was  described  as  he 
looks  to-day.    Do  you  mean  that  ? 

Mr.  Price.  At  the  time  he  was  on  the  train,  Mr.  Wiehe  wore  a 
beard. 

Mr.  Marble.  He  looks  very  differently  to-day,  does  he  not! 

Mr.  Price.  Than  he  did  on  the  train. 
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Mr.  Mahbu:.  Differently  than  he  did  on  the  train? 

Mr.  Price.  Yea,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do^ou  know  how  long  he  had  worn  that  beard? 

BIr.  Price,  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marbu:.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  he  did  have  a  beard  at 
the  time  he  w&s  described  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sirj  he  did  not  have  a  beard, 

Mr.  Marble.  He  did  not  have  a  beard  at  the  time  he  was  described 
to  you? 

Mr.  Price,  N^sir. 

Mr.  Marble,  Then,  if  he  did  not  have  a  beard,  were  yon  told  that 
he  had  a  black  beard ! 

Mr.  Price.  I  was  not  told  that  he  had  a  black  beard. 

Mr.  Marble.  Oh,  you  were  not  told  that  he  had  a  black  beard! 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Were  you  told  that  he  had  no  beard ! 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  yet  when  he  came  in  with  a  black  beard  you 
recwnized  himt 

Ikfr.  Price,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  "W  as  the  black  beard  all  over  his  face  when  you  saw 
him* 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Up  the  sides  of  his  face  and  on  his  chinf 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Marble,  And  still  you  recognized  him,  after  being  told  that  he 
had  no  beard  ? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Who  came  in  next  after  Mr.  Wiehe? 

Mr.  Price.  No  one  that  I  remember. 

Mr.  Marbl£.  Did  anyone  else  come  in  while  you  were  in  thercl 

Mr.  Price.  Not  that  I  remember. 

Mr.  Marble.  "Who  went  out  first? 

Mr.  Price.  Mr.  Widie. 

Mr.  Mabbu;.  Did  Mr.  Wiehe  come  in  while  you  were  there? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir.     I  was  back,  looking  at  my  grip. 

Mr.  Marble.  Was  Mr.  Wiehe  the  only  man  who  came  into  the 
room  while  you  were  looking  at  your  grip  ? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  are  sure  of  that  ? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  ^Tiy  did  you  observe  this  room  so  carefully  that  you 
can  be  sure  of  such  a  fact  as  that  ? 

Mr.  Price.  From  remembering  the  people  in  the  car, 

ifr.  Marble.  How  many  people  were  out  in  the  main  body  of  the 
car  ?     Do  you  know  ? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble,  Did  you  pay  any  attention  to  them  ? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Not  any? 

Mr.  Price.  No. 

Mr.  Marble.  Had  the  train  stopped  anywhere  when  you  went  back 
to  look  at  your  bags? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir.  ^--  i 
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Mr.  Marble.  What  prompted  yon  to  go  and  look  at  them  ! 

Mr.  Prick.  I  usually  do. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  often? 

Mr.  Pkice.  Oh,  possibly  twice  in  a  trip. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  many  more  times  did  you  go  and  look  at  them 
while  you  were  on  this  trip  to  Virginia! 

Mr.  Price,  That  was  the  only  time. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  long  did  you  stay  in  the  smoking  car?     First. 
Mr.  Wiehe  went  ont! 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  air. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  you  took  the  seat  which  he  had  vacated  ? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Is  that  right? 

Mr,  Phice.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  AVIio  went  out  next! 

Mr.  Price.  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  who  next?     How  long  did  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser 
stav  there! 

Mr.  Price.  A  few  moments  after  Mr.  Wiehe  went  out. 

Mr.  Marble.  A  few  minutes,  do  you  mean? 

Mr.  Price.  A  few  minutes. 
.  Mr.  Marble.  Ten ! 

Mr.  Price.  Possibly, 

Mr.  Marble.  Fifteen! 

Mr.  Price.  Possibly 

Mr.  Marble.  Twenty! 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Not  as  many  as  20;  possibly  15! 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Very  well.    Who  went  out  after  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser? 

Mr,  Phice.  Mr.  Johnson. 

Mr,  Marble,  Mr.  Johnson  went  out,  and  that  left  who  in  the  car ! 

Mr.  PitiCE,  Mr,  Burgess,  Mr.  Cusaon,  Mr.  McGowan,  and  mvself. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  how  long  after  Weyerhaeuser  went  out  di^  Air. 
Johnson  go  out! 

Mr,  Price.  Very  shortly  afterwards. 

Mr.  Mabbu;.  After  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser  went  out! 

Mr,  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Mahble.  About  how  long? 

Mr.  Price.  I  do  not  recoUect. 

Mr.  Marble.  Ten  minutes! 

Mr.  Price.  Possibly. 

Mr.  Marble.  Fifteen! 

Mr.  Price.  Not  more  than  15. 

Mr,  Marble.  Not  more  tlian  15;  possibly  more  than  10? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Marhle.  Do  you  think  it  was  more  than  10? 

Mr.  Price,  Possibly. 

Mr.  Marble,  How  long  did  Mr.  Wiehe  stay  in  the  smoking  com- 
partment? 

Mr,  Price.  From  15  to  25  or  30  minutes, 

Mr,  Marble.  You  recoUect  the  order  in  which  the  gentlemen  went 
out.  do  vou ! 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir, 
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Mr.  Mabble.  ^Vho  was  the  next  man  that  left  the  car  after  Mr. 
■Johnson  ? 

Mr,  Price.  I  do  not  remember. 

Mr,  Mahble.  You  do  not  remember? 

Mr.  Price,  Possibly  we  all  left  it  at  once. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  remember  any  man  leaving  the  car  after  Mr. 
Johnson  left,  before  you  left? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hakecy.  Do  you  mean  the  car? 

Mr.  Marble.  I  mean  the  smoking  compartment;  I  beg  your  par- 
don. Do  you  remember  any  man  leaving  the  smoking  compartment 
after  Mr.  Johnson  left  and  before  you  left  ? 

Mr.  Peicb.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  ]Makble.  Do  you  remember  whether  they  did  or  not — whether 
anyone  did  or  not? 

Mr,  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr,  Marble.  What  is  the  matter?  Were  you  not  paying  atten- 
tion then  ? 

Mf.  PRICB,  I  think  I  was  the  next  one  that  left. 

Mr.  Marble.  ^Vhat  tiihe  did  Mr.  Cusson  leave ;  do  you  know  ? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  leave  before  Mr.  Cusson  ? 

Mr.  Price.  I  thinli  so;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  leave  before  Mr.  Bursess? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir.     Yes,  sir;  yes,  sir;  I  did. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  say  you  left  Mr,  Cusson  in  the  smoking  com- 
partment when  you  went  out? 

Mr,  Price,  I  think  so;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  long  did  you  stay  there  after  Mr.  Johnson  left? 

Mr.  Price.  I  do  not  remember. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  have  some  recollection,  have  you  not? 

Mr.  Price.  I  left  the  train  10  minutes  before  we  reached  Virginia. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  left  the  train,  you  say? 

Mr.  Price.  No;  I  left  the  car — left  the  smoking  compartuient. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  know  what  time  that  car>eached  Virginia? 

Mr.  Price.  Shortly  after  9  o'clock. 

Mr.  Marble.  Was  it  on  time  that  night ! 

Mr,  Price.  I  do  not  remember. 

Mr.  Marbia.  But  it  was  scheduled  to  reach  Virginia,  if  I  read  this 
table  right,  at  9.35  in  the  evening.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not 
that  is  nght? 

Mr.  Price,  I  do  not.  . 

Mr.  Marble.  You  say  that  you  left  the  smoking  compartment  10 
minutes  before  the  train  reached  Virginia  ? 

Mr.  Price.  Just  about,  I  should  judge, 

Mr.  Marble.  This  time-table  that  I  looked  at  is  of  a  later  date. 
This  is  March,  1911,  I  do  not  know  whether  the  time  that  I  gave 
you  is  right  or  not,  and  I  want  your  best  recollection  about  it,  not 
taking  the  time  from  me. 

Mr.  Price,  It  arrived,  I  think,  shortly  after  9. 

5Ir.  Marble.  Shortly  after  9  ?  Do  you  know  what  time  you  left 
Duluth? 

Mr.  Price.  7.10. 
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Mr.  Marble.  7.10 — that  is  the  time  shown  by  this  table,  so  I  pre- 
sume it  is  the  same  train.  How  do  you  know  that  it  was  just  10 
minutes  before  the  train  reached  Virginia  that  you  left  the  smoking 
compartment? 

Mr.  Phice,  That  is  my  recollection. 

Mr.  Marble.  That  is  your  recollection;  and  you  left  Mr.  Cusson 
in  that  smoking  compartment  at  a  time  not  more  than  10  minutes 
before  the  train  reached  Virginia  ?     Do  you  say  that  now  ? 

Mr.  Price.  I  think  so;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Are  you  as  sure  about  that  as  you  are  about  anything 
else  you  have  testified  to? 

Mr.  Price.  I  am  not  as  sure  of  that ;  no. 

Mr.  Marble.  But  that  is  your  recollection  ? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  Mr.  Burgess  was  in  there? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  Mr.  McGowan? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Marble.  And  nobody  else? 

Mr.  Price.  And  no  one  else. 

Mr.  Makble.  Where  was  Mr.  Cusson  sitting  when  you  left  the 
compartment  ? 

Mr.  Price.  Still  sitting  on  the  wall  seat,  I  think. 

Mr.  Marble.  Was  Mr,  McGowan  still  on  the  wall  seat! 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir.  , 

Mr.  Marble.  And  Mr.  Burgess  in  his  chair? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  did  not  leave  the  smoking  room  for  any  pur- 
pose during  this  trip  up  to  the  time  about  10  minutes  before  the  train 
reached  Virginia,  except  to  look  at  your  baggage  at  the  time  you  say, 
did  you! 

Mr,  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  M.\rble.  You  did  leave  it  more  than  that? 

Mr.  Price.  No.  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Only  that? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  had  no  occasion  to  go  to  the  toilet  ? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir, 

Mr.  Marble.  Or  to  go  and  buy  cigars? 

Mr.  Price. -No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Or  anything  else? 

Mr.  I'hice,  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  yoti  looked  at  your  baggage  only  once? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  many  times  did  the  train  stop  between  Dniuth 
and  Virginia? 

Mr.  Price.  I  have  not  the  slightest  idea. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  did  not  pay  any  attention  to  that? 

J[r.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  it  stopped  at  all  that 
night  ? 

Mr,  Price.  I  can  not  recollect. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  say  you  have  made  an  affidavit  r^arding  this 
matter? 
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Mr.  Price.  Yes,  air. 

Mr.  Marblb.  And  you  have  received  telegrams  regarding  it  ? 

Mr,  Price.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  have  written  telegraiu(<  regarding  it^ 

Mr.  Price,  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Have  you  a  copy  of  that  affidavit  and  those  tele- 
grams! ' 

Mr.  Price.  I  have  not ;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Or  of  any  of  them  ? 

Mr.  Price.  \o,  sir. 

Senator  Kjinyon.  Where  are  they? 

Mr.  Price.  I  suppose  they  are  home,  or  destroyed. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Did  you  give  an  affidavit  to  Mr.  Shields? 

Mr.  Price,  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  keep  a  copy  of  it! 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sip.    He  took  three  copies. 

Senator  Kenyok.  He  took  three  wpies? 

Mr,  Price.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Did  he  tell  you  why  he  wanted  three  copies? 

Mr.  Price.  Mo,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  When  did  you  first  meet  Mr.  Shields  f 

Mr.  Price,  In  Seattle. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Where  is  his  home? 

Mr,  Price,  I  really  do  not  know. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Did  he  tell  yoii  where  he  was  from? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  Do  you  not  know  where  his  home  is? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  air. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Do  you  not  know  what  Sttfte  he  lives  in? 

Mr.  Price,  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  not  inquire  of  him  by  whet  authority 
he  came  to  you? 

Mr.  Price,  Yes. 

Senator  Kenyon,  What  did  he  tell  you? 

Mr,  Price.  The  Edward  Hines  Lumbw  Co. 

Senator  Kenton.  He  told  you  that  the  Edward  Hines  Lumber  Co. 
sent  him  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Price.  That  Mr.  Wiehe  did,  I  should  say. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  he  say  he  was  connected  with  that  company 
in  any  way? 

Mr.  Price.  I  do  not  know. 

Senartor  Kenyon.  Do  you  know  where  he  is  now? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Have  you  seen  him  since  you  have  been  here? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  him  in  connection  with  any 
senatorial  election  in  Wisconsin? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Do  you  know  whether  he  lived  in  Wisconsin  ? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon,  Did  he  not  tell  you  what  his  business  was! 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  He  just  came  out  and  a^ed  for  these  affidavits! 
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Mr.  Price.  As  representing  Mr.  Wiehe. 

Senator  Kenton.  What  did  you  understand  he  was  representing 
Mr.  Wiehe  about? 

Mr.  Price-  Getting  these  affidavits. 

Senator  Kenton.  For  what  purpose? 

Mr.  Price.  Well,  I  supposed  in  case  of  another  investigation.  He 
did  not  tell  me. 

Senator  Kenton.  He  did  not  tell  yout 

Mr.  I^iCE.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Gamble.  You  have  already  given  about  the  date  thaA  Mr. 
Shields  visited  you  at  Seattle.  What  was  the  date,  as  nearly  as  you 
can  recall? 

Mr.  Price.  Some  time  in  May. 

Senator  Gamble.  This  present  year? 

Mr.  Price,  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Gamble.  On  this  trip  from  Duluth  up  to  Virginia,  were 
you  aware,  or  had  you  any  information  that  there  was  to  l>e  a  meet- 
ing of  the  Virginia  &  Rainy  Lake  Lumber  Co.  directors  the  nen 
dav? 

Mr.  Price,  It  might  have  been  discussed  at  the  hotel  before  leav- 
ing, but  I  do  not  remember. 

Senator  Gamble.  You  knew  the  Weyerhaeusers  by  sightl 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Gamble.  Did  you  say  that  you  knew  Mr.  Hines  by  sight  ? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Gamble.  You  never  had  seen  Mr.  Wiehe  before? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Gamble.  Where  did  you  receive  that  information  that  he 
was  a  stockholder  or  a  member  of  the  board  of  directors  of  the 
company  ? 

Mr.  Price.  I  think  he  is  secretary  of  the  Edward  Hines  Lum- 
ber Co. 

Senator  Gamble.  Yes;  but  did  you  know  that  at  the  time  you  mel 
him  on  the  train? 

Mr.  Price.  I  knew  he  was  secretary. 

Senator  Gamble.  At  the  time  ? 

Sir.  Price.  Yes. 

Senator  Gamble.  And  did  you  know  at  the  time  you  w»%  on  the 
train  and  came  in  touch  with  them  that  they  were  associated  in  this 
Virginia  &  Rainy  Lake  Liunber  Co.? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Gamble.  And  your  attention  was  attracted  to  them  on  the 
oar,  was  it? 

Mr,  Price.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  never  had  heard  of  Mr.  Biirgess  until  Mr. 
Shields  told  you  about  him,  had  you  I 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  did  not  remember  Mr,  Burgess  being  in 
the  car  at  all? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir.     I  remembered  a  stranger  being  in  there. 

Senator  Kenton,  Could  you  identify  the  stranger  as  Mr.  Burgee 
from  what  Mr.  Shields  told  you  about  Mr.  Burgess? 

Mr.  Price.  I  do  not  think  I  could  identify  Mr-  Burgess. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  had  no  knowledge  that  a  man  named  Bur- 
gess was  there,  until  Mr.  Shields  told  you! 
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Mr.  Price.  No,  sir ;  I  did  not. 

Senator  Kenton.  How  long  did  Mr.  Shields  talk  with  you! 

Mr.  Price.  Possibly  a  half  an  hour. 

Senator  Kenyon.  And  did  he  take  you  to  a  notary  public  to  sign 
these  affidavits! 

Mr.  Price.  Xo,  sir;  we  went  downstairs  in  the  building  to  sign  the 
affidarit.    It  had  already  been  prepared. 

Senator  Kenton.  He  had  prepared  it! 

Mr.  Price,  Yes. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Before  he  saw  you ! 

Mr.  Price.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenyon.  He  came  to  you  with  the  affidavit  already  pre- 
pared ! 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir;  he  came  to  me  first,  and  then  about  two  days 
afterwards,  he  came  to  me  again  with  the  affidavit  prepared. 

Senator  Kenton.  He  came  and  talked  to  you  first  about  it? 

Mr.  Pbicb.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenyon.  And  then  went  away  and  prepared  an  affidavit? 

ilr.  Price.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenton.  And  brought  it  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  read  the  affidavit? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  Was  it  all  right? 

Mr.  Peicb.  Yea,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  It  stated  the  situation  juat  as  you  had  talked  to 
him  about  it  before ! 

Mr.  Price.  Yes, 

Senator  Kenyon.  Did  you  make  any  changes  in  it  at  all! 

Mr.  pjucB.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  he  tell  you  when  he  first  talked  with  yon 
that  he  wanted  an  affidavit? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Did  he  say  for  what  purpose! 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  think  he  did. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Did  he  not  tell  you  where  he  was  from! 

Mr.  Price.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenyon.  From  where! 

Mr.  Price.  Chicago. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Did  he  tell  you  what  his  business  had  been! 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  Or  what  it  was  then? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  What  did  you  think  he  was? 

Mr.  Price.  In  the  employ  of  Mr.  Edward  Hines, 

Senator  Kenton.  Had  you  heard  of  the  Helm  investigation  at 
that  time! 

Mr.  Price.  I  had  read  of  it  in  the  paper. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  connect  his  being  there  in  any  way  with 
this  Helm  investigation! 

Mr.  Price.  Not  at  first,  because  I  had  not  read  anything  about  Mr. 
Burgess  testifying. 

Senator  Kenton,  What  kind  of  a  looking  man  is  this  man  Shields! 

Mr.  Price.  Short,  rather  stout:  has  a  mustache  and  is  rather  bald. 


1574  SENATOR  FBOH   ILLIHOIB. 

Senator  Kenyok.  Have  you  ever  seen  him  sincet 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Did  he  explain  to  you  what  his  business  had 
been  in  the  past! 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kekyon,  Or  why  he  whb  the  particular  party  sent  to  get 
your  affidavit  ? 

Mr.  I'bice.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Did  you  talk  over  the  Illinois  election  at  all 
with  him? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Ken  yon.  Did  you  talk  over  the  Wisconsin  election  of  Sen- 
ator Stephenson  with  him! 

Mr.  Huge.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kekyon.  Or  the  election  of  Senator  La  Follette  at  the 
time,  in  Wisconsin! 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyum.  Did  he  tell  you  anything  about  whether  he  had 
had  anything  to  do  with  any  of  those  elections! 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  He  was  an  utter  stranger  to  you? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  I  suppose  you  would  have  given  this  affidavit  lo 
anybody  who  came  along! 

Mr.  Price.  He  said  a  statement  had  been  made  on  this  train  thit 
I  did  not  hear;  and  I  was  willing  to  sign  an  affidavit  to  anyone  thst 
I  had  not  heard  that  conversation. 

Senator  Kenton.  He  told  you  what! 

Mr.  Price.  He  told  me  that  a  stst«nent  bad  been  made  of  this 
conversation  in  this  smoking  car;  and  I  was  willing  to  ago.  an  affi- 
davit that  it  had  not  taken  place. 

Senator  Kenyon.  How  did  he  know  that  you  were  in  the  cart  Did 
he  tell  you ! 

Mr.  Price.  By  this  declaration.    He  showed  me  the  declaration. 

Senator  Kenyon.  He  had  the  dedaration ! 

Mr.  Price.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenyon.  He  had  secured  it  from  somebody! 

Mr.  Price.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Did  he  tell  you  where  he  had  got  the  declara- 
tion! 

Mr.  Price.  From  the  custom  office,  I  think,  or  the  immigration 
office. 

Senator  Kenyon.  What  was  the  affidavit  that  you  signed !  Whai 
was  the  substance  of  it! 

Mr.  Price.  That  I  had  been  in  the  car  the  greater  portion  of  the 
time,  and  had  not  heard  Mr.  Wiehe  discuss  anything  with  regard  to 
Senator  Lorimer's  election,  or  any  other  subject  pertaining  to  it 

Senator  Kenyon.  That  was  about  all  of  it,  was  it! 

Mr.  Prick,  Practically  all  of  it;  yes,  air. 

Senator  Gamble.  You  have  spoken  of  Mr,  Burgess.  Do  you  ri?- 
call  his  personal  appearance  as  you  saw  him  in  the  car! 

Mr.  Price,  No,  sir. 

Senator  Gamble.  You  do  not  i-ecall  his  personal  appearaooet 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 
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Senator  Oaublz.  Have  you  ever  seen  him  since? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sdr. 

Senator  Gambia  You  have  not  seen  him  here  in  Washington! 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Jones.  How  long  have  you  been  here? 

Mr.  Price.  Since  Sunday  afternoon. 

Senator  Joi^ies.  Have  you  been  in  the  witness  r6om  here? 

Mr.  Pbice.  Yesterday  and  to-day  only. 

Senator  Jones.  You  were  not  vxeax  day  before  yeetwday? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Jones.  Saturdav? 

Mr.  Price.  No  ;  I  came  here  Sunday  aftemom. 

Senator  Jones.  You  did  not  see  any  gentleman  in  the  witness  room 
that  you  recognized  as  having  been  in  the  smoking  compartment  on 
that  train? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Jomes.  Who? 

Mr.  Price.  Mr.  McGrowan  and  Mr.  Wiehe  and  Mr.  Johnson. 

Senator  Jones.  You  did  not  see  anyone  else  that  you  mw  in  that 
smoking  compartment,  that  you  had  not  known  ? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  you  were  not  there  until  yesterday;  in 
the  witness  room? 

Mr.  Price.  Yesterday  was  when  I  went  to  the  witness  room. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Did  the  location  of  this  stranger  who  was 
referred  to  as  Mr.  Burgess,  in  the  chair  near  the  entrance,  help 
you  to  identify  him  as  the  man? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  think  you  would  know  Mr.  Burgess  if  you 
were  to  meet  him  now  ? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  long  were  you  in  that  smoking  compartment? 

Mr.  Price.  I  could  not  state  the  number  of  minutes. 

Mr.  Marble.  From  the  time  ^ou  left  Duluth  until  10  minutes  of 
the  time  that  vou  got  to  Virginia?  • 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  yet  that  observation,  your  observing  everybody 
in  that  car  as  carefully  as  your  testimony  indicates,  did  not  make 
a.s  much  of  an  impression  on  your  mind  as  this  description  of  Mr. 
Wiehe  made  which  you  heard  previous  to  the  trip ! 

Mr.  Price.  No. 

Jlr.  Marble.  What  did  you  and  Mr.  McGowan  talk  about  after 
leaving  Virginia  ? 

Mr.  Price.  We  talked  about  the  party. 

Mr.  Marble.  What  did  you  talk  about  in  regard  to  them? 

Mr.  Price.  I  told  him  who  they  were;  and  also  Frank  Gotch  was 
on  the  train.     We  talked  about  several  people  on  the  train. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Frank  Gotch,  the  wrestler? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  told  him  who  each  one  of  the  parties  was? 

Mr.  Price.  YeSj  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  tell  him  about  Mr.  Wiehe? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  AYho  else  in  the  party  did  you  indicate  to  himt       . 
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Mr.  Price.  Mr.  Edward  Hines. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  long  had  you  known  Mr.  Hines  t 

Mr.  Price.  I  had  not  known  Mr.  Hines  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Marble.  Had  you  ever  seen  Mr.  Hines  before  that  trip? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marbia  Where! 

Mr.  Price.  I  thihk  on  the  coast. 

Mr.  Marble.  When? 

Mr.  Price.  I  can  not  quite  recollect. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  long  before  the  journey! 

Mr.  Price.  I  could  not  recollect  that, 

Mr.  Marbi^.  How  many  times? 

Mr.  Price.  Once  only. 

Mr.  Marble.  For  how  long? 

Mr.  Price,  For  a  very  short  time. 

Mr.  Marble,  How  many  minutes? 

Mr.  Price.  I  have  not  Uie  least  idea. 

Mr.  Marble.  What  was  the  occasion? 

Mr.  Price.  I  do  not  remember  that. 

Mr.  Marble.  Were  you  busy  at  the  time  you  saw  him  on  the  coai' 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Were  you  occupied  in  anything? 

Mr.  Price.  I  do  not  remember. 

Mr.  Marble,  Were  you  with  anyone  else? 

Mr.  Price.  I  do  not  remember. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  remember  anyone  else  you  saw  when  you  saw 
Mr.  Hines? 

Mr.  Price.  No. 

Mr,  Marbij.  How  did  you  know  it  was  Mr.  Hines  that  you  saiv 
on  the  coast? 

Mr.  Price.  Because  his  picture  came  out  in  the  lumber  papers  so 
often. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  recognized  Mr.  Hines  on  the  coast  from  hi> 
picture  in  the  paper,  and  you  recognized  him  on  the  train  because 
you  had  seen  him  on  tke  coast? 

Mr.  Price,  Yes, 

Mr.  Marble.  Or  perhaps  you  recognized  him  on  the  train  on  Re- 
count of  his  pictures? 

Mr.  Price.  I  did,  possibly. 

Mr,  Marble.  As  you  recall  your  mind  on  the  train,  which  was  it-' 
Because  of  your  having  seen  Mr.  Hines  on  the  coast,  or  because  of 
your  having  seen  his  picture  in  the  papers? 

Mr.  1*rice.  It  did  not  occur  to  me. 

Mr.  Marble.  Neither  one  ? 

Mr.  Price,  No. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  knew  it  was  Mr.  Hines? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes. 

Mr,  Marbij;.  Did  Mr.  Hines  come  into  that  compartment? 

Mr,  Price.  He  stuck  his  head  in  the  door. 

Mr.  Marble.  Is  that  all  you  saw  of  him  ? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir;  I  saw  him  as  I  went  back  to  my  seat. 

Mr.  Marble.  ^Vhere  did  vou  see  him  when  you  went  bac^  to  your 
seat! 

Mr.  Price.  He  was  sitting  in  his  seat.  ,-,  , 
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Mr.  Marble.  Where  was  that  ? 

Mr.  Price.  About  four  seats  ahead  of  mine,  on  the  right-hand  side 
of  the  car. 

Mr.  Mahble.  Who  was  with  him? 

Mr.  Price.  I  forget, 

Mr.  Marble.  Was  anybody  with  him  t 

Mr.  Price.  Yea,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Who ) 

Mr.  Price.  I  do  not  remember. 

Mr.  Marble.  Anyone  that  you  knew  i 

Mr.  Price.  I  do  not  remember  that. 

Mr.  Marble.  Anyone  that  you  have  seen  since? 

Mr.  Price.  I  do  not  remember. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  remember  whether  it  was  some  one  whom  yon 
knew  or  not,  do  you  nott 

Mr.  Price.  I  do  not  remember  who  was  with  him. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  observe  him  as  you  went  back  to  your  seatt 

Mr.  Price.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  are  sure  you  saw  him  in  that  car  as  you  went 
back  to  get  your  baggage! 

Mr.  Price.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  see  him  in  that  car  when  you  went  back  to 
look  at  your  valiaesf 

Mr.  Price.  I  do  not  remember. 

Senator  Kenton.  Was  Gotch  in  that  smoking  compartment 4 

Mr.  Price.  Yea. 

Senator  KsuroN.  During  the  time  vou  were  there? 

Mr.  Price.  I  do  not  remember  that  he  was  in  that  car. 

Senator  Kenton.  Was  he  in  the  smoking  carlf 

Mr.  Price.  Oh,  no :  no,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  see  him  in  the  smoking  compartment 
at  aUt 

Mr,  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Was  or  was  not  Mr.  Hines  in  the  main  body  of  that 
car  when  you  went  to  look  at  your  baggage? 

Mr.  Price.  I  do  not  remember. 

Mr.  Marble.  What  caused  him  to  attract  your  attention  the  second 
time  that  you  went  back? 

Mr.  Price.  Because  I  was  looking  for  Mr.  Hines. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  you  were  not  looking  for  him  the  first  time? 

Mr.  Price.  Possibly  I  was. 

Mr.  Marble.  But  you  did  not  see  him  the  Brst  time? 

Mr.  Price.  I  did  not  say  that,    I  say  that  I  do  not  remember. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  do  not  remember  seeing  him  the  first  time? 

Mr.  Price.  No. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  remember  seeing  him  put  his  head  in  the  door? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes, 

Mr,  Marble.  How  long  did  he  keep  it  in  there? 

Mr.  Price.  He  called  Mr.  Wiehe. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  long  was  his  head  in  the  door? 

Mr.  Price.  Possibly  half  a  minute. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  talk  with  Mr.  Hines  on  the  Pacific  coa^ 
when  you  saw  him  there? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  air.  ,^  , 
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Mr-  Masbli:.  Were  you  in  the  open  air  when  you  saw  him  on  the 
Pacific  coast  ^ 

Mr.  Pfiob.  I  do  not  remember. 

Mr.  Marbu:.  Or  in  a  hotel  ? 

Mr.  Pbict.  I  do  not  remember. 

Mr.  Mahble.  Do  you  not  remember  anything  about  itt 

Mr.  Price.  No, 

Mr,  Marble.  Was  it  one  year  before  the  journey  to  Virginia! 

Mr.  Price.  I  do  not  remember. 

Mr.  Marble.  Two  years? 

Mr.  Price.  I  do  not  remember. 

Mr.  Marble.  Three  years  i 

Mr.  Prick.  I  do  not  remember. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  recognized  him  just  as  soon  as  he  pat  his  hem) 
in  the  door? 

Mr,  Pbicb,  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  many  men  were  smoking  in  that  room  at  thr 
time? 

Mr.  Prick.  I  do  not  remember  that. 

Mr,  Marble.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Harper  on  that  train ! 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Harper? 

Mr.  Price.  I  think  I  would  recognize  him;  yes,  sir, 

Mr,  Marble.  How  would  you  recognize  Mr,  Harper? 

Mr,  Price,  If  he  was  with  the  rest  of  the  party  I  would  rec<^nizf 

Mr.  Marble.  How  woufd  you  know  it  was  Mr.  Harper? 

Mr.  Price.  I  would  not  swear  to  it.    I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  know  him? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  What  do  you  know  abont  him! 

Mr.  Price.  Nothing. 

Mr.  Marble.  Why  do  you  think  you  would  recognize  him? 

Mr.  Price.  If  he  would  have  been  with  the  Weyerhaeuser  party  I 
would  possibly  recognize  him. 

Mr.  Marble.  Thttf  would  enable  you  to  recognize  him! 

Mr.  Price.  He  is  connected  with  the  ctanpany. 

Mr.  Marble.  Is  Mr.  Harper  connected  with  the  Weyerhaeuser  Co.' 

Mr,  Price,  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Marble.  In  what  way? 

Mr.  Price,  I  do  not  know, 

Mr,  Marble,  But  you  think  you  would  have  recognized  him! 

Mr.  Price,  Yea,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  think  you  would  recognize  anyone  else  con- 
nected with  the  Weyerhaeu,ser  concern  if  he  had  been  a  member  of 
the  party  there? 

Mr.  Price,  Yes,  sir;  I  know  of  two  or  three  others  that  I  nonltl 
have  recognized. 

Mr.  Marblb.  Have  you  any  pei-sonal  acquaintanceship  with  Mr. 
Harper? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir, 

Mr.  Marble,  Have  you  ever  seen  him  ? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Why  do  you  think  you  would  have  recognized  him? 
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Mr.  Price.  I  would  have  had  to  have  some  name  for  another  mem- 
ber of  the  party,  I  suppose. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  think  you  would  have  found  Mr.  Harper's  name! 

Mr.  pRifrE,  Yes. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Did  Mr.  McOowan  talk  a  good  deal  in  that  smoking 
conipartment  t 

Mr,  Prick,  Not  very  much,  I  do  not  think. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  he  talk  at  alH 

Mr.  Price,  Yes. 

Mr.  Marbi^.  What  did  he  talk  about ! 

Mr.  Price.  I  do  not  remember. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  long  had  you  been  in  Duluth  ? 

Mr.  Price.  One  day. 

Mr.  Marble,  \^^lere  did  you  stop  I 

Mr.  Price,  At  the  Spaldmg. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  register  there? 

Mr.  Price,  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble,  Were  you  there  overnight ! 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  ciime  from  Minneapolis! 

Mr.  Price,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Marble.  How  long  were  you  in  Minneapolis? 

Mr,  Price,  On  and  off  for  three  weeks. 

Mr,  Marble,  ^Vhere  did  you  stop  there! 

Mr.  Price.  At  the  Dyckman  Hotel, 

Mr.  Marble.  What  day  did  you  leave  Minneapolis! 

Mr.  Price.  On  the  evening  of  the  6th,  at  11.30. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  took  the  night  train  for  Duluth ! 

Mr.  Price.  Yes, 

Mr.  Marble.  And  stayed  during  the  day  at  Duluth! 

Mr.  Price,  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble,  And  then  took  this  train! 

Mr,  Price.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Judge  Hynes,  may  we  have  the  affidavit  which  this 
gentleman  signed ! 

(The  paper  requested  was  handed  to  Mr.  Marble.) 

Mr,  Marble,  How  many  affidavits  have  you  made  in  this  matter! 

Mr.  Price,  One. 

Mr,  Marble,  How  did  you  know  the  name  of  the  car  from  Duluth 
to  Virginia! 

Mr.  Price,  I  did  not  know  the  name  of  the  car  until  afterwards. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  did  you  learn  it ! 

Mr,  Price.  From  Mr.  Shields. 

Mr,  Marble.  Mr.  Shields  told  you  the  name  of  the  car? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  did  not  observe  the  name  of  the  car? 

Mr,  Price.  I  did  not, 

Mr.  Marble.  Was  that  an  ordinary  sleeping  car? 

Mr.  Price,  No;  it  was  a  Canadian  Northern  sleeping  car.  It  was 
not  a  Pullman. 

Mr.  HrNEfl.  While  counsel  is  pausing  for  a  moment  I  will  ask  a 
question.    Was  the  toilet  connected  with  that  smoking  room! 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir, 

Mr,  Hynes,  Did  you  attend  the  session  of  the  National  Lumber- 
men's Manufacturing  Association  in  Seattle  in  July,  1910! 
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Mr.  Price.  I  think  that  was  where  I  saw  Mr.  Hines ;  yes. 

Mr.  Htmeb.  Do  you  remember  his  being  elected  president  of  that 
association  there  at  Seattle! 

Mr.  Price.  Yes. 

Mr.  Htnbs.  I  will  also  ask,  while  we  are  waiting,  are  you  sure 
whether  Mr.  Johnson  or  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser  left  that  smoking  room 
first? 

Mr.  Price.  Mr,  Weyerhaeuser  left  first. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Are  you  sure  about  that! 

Mr.  Price.  Being  called  out  by  Mr.  Hines. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Are  you  sure  it  was  before  Mr.  Johnson  went  out  1 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Marbus.  Who  went  out  Mr.  Wiehe!    Anybody? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Mr.  Hines  just  called  Mr.  Wiehe,  and  they  went  away 
together  ? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  know  where  they  went? 

Mr.  Price,  No,  sir;  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  see  them  together  again  that  night! 

Mr.  Price.  I  do  not  think  so;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Wiehe  again  that  night  after  he  left 
the  compartment  1 

Mr.  nucB.  I  do  not  think  so;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  MARBt£.  You  do  not  know  where  he  was! 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Fletcher.  You  say  that  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser  was  called  out 
by  Mr.  Hines? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  Had  you  ever  thought  of  this  matter  at  all,  Mr. 
Price,  until  Mr,  Shields  came  to  see  you  1 

Mr.  Price,  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  There  was  nothing  about  it  that  impressed  itself 
on  your  mind  ? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir.  When  he  came  into  the  office  I  was  very  much 
.surprised,  and  did  not  know  what  it  was  about. 

Senator  Kejjton.  There  was  just  a  crowd  of  men  sitting  in  the 
smoking  compartment  of  the  Pullman  sleeper,  talking  and  smc^in;;! 

Mr.  Price.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenton.  When  Mr.  Shields  commenced  to  talk  to  yoii 
your  memory  became  a  little  clearer? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenton.  If  Mr.  Shields  had  not  talked  to  you  you  would 
not  attempt  to  tell  this  committee  who  went  out  of  that  siuokinj: 
compartment  first  or  second  or  third,  would  you? 

Mr.  Price.  Possibly  not. 

Senator  Kenyon.  So  that  what  you  are  saying  here  has  been  n'- 
freshed  and  in  a  way  suggested  to  you  by  Mr.  Shields? 

Mr.  Price.  Not  exactly  suggested ;  refi-eshed. 

Senator  Kekyon.  When  he  came  to  talk  with  you  at  your  hcmie. 
could  you  remember  a  single  thing  about  this  conversation  in  thf 
Pullman  smolcing  compartment  that  night? 

Mr.  Price.  I  could  remember  Mr.  Hines  coming  in  and  calling  out 
these  two  gentlemen. 
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Senator  Kenton.  What  other  thing  coald  you  remember? 

Mr.  Price.  The  discussicHi  of  the  water  plan  up  above  Cloquet. 

Senator  Kenton.  What  else? 

Mr,  Price.  That  is  practically  all,  except  in  a  general  way. 

Senator  Kenton.  So  that  the  balance  of  your  testimony  here  is 
testimony  that  has  come  to  your  mind  by  the  suggestions  made  to  you 
by  Mr.  Shields? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  Mr.  Shields  told  you  where  the  different  people 
sat  in  the  smoking  compartment,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  Price.  I  would  not  say  as  to  that. 

Senator  Kenton.  Would  you  say  that  he  did  not  ? 

Mr.  Price.  I  do  not  recollect  whether  he  did  or  did  not. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  had  not  remembered  where  tliey  sat,  had 
you! 

Mr.  Price.  One  or  two  of  them ;  yes. 

Senator  Kenton.  Had  you  remembered  whose  place  you  took  in 
the  sleeper? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  had  remembered  that? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenton,  Did  he  suggest  to  you  who  went  out  of  the 
smoking  room  first? 

Mr.  Price,  No,  sir;  I  do  not  think  so. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  had  nut  remembered  that,  had  you  ? 

Mr.  Price.  I  had  remembered  Mr,  Hines  calling  out  Mr.  Wiehe. 

Senator  Kenton.  Yes;  but  you  know  now,  do  you  not,  just  who 
went  out,  and  the  order  in  which  they  went  out,  and  who  were  left 
when  you  went  out? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  Could  you  have  given  this  committee  a  single 
fact  except  that  Mr.  Hines  came  and  called  out  these  two  men,  if  it 
had  not  been  for  the  talk  that  Mr.  Shields  had  with  you? 

Mr.  Price.  Possibly  not. 

Senator  Kxntom.  Mr.  Shields  talked  with  you  how  long  the  first 
time? 

Mr.  Price.  I  should  judge  half  an  hour. 

Senator  Kenton.  And  called  your  attention  to  these  different 
matters  ? 

Mr.  Price.  In  the  first  place  he  asked  me  if  I  had  heard  this  con- 
versation. 

Senator  Kenton.  Is  that  all  he  talked  about  the  first  time? 

Mr.  Price.  At  the  first ;  ^es. 

Senator  Kenton.  That  is  all  he  talked  about  the  iirst  talk? 

Mr.  Price.  Not  altogether.  When  he  first  saw  me,  at  that  time, 
that  is. 

Senator  Kenton,  What  did  he  talk  about  the  first  time  he  saw 
you? 

Mr.  Price.  He  asked  me  in  regard  to  that  conversation,  and  I 
told  him  I  had  not  heard  it.  Then  he  asked  me  if  I  remembered 
the  gentlemen  in  the  car,  and  I  told  him  yes,  I  remembered  Mr. 
Johnson  very  distinctly,  and  I  remembered  Mr.  McGowan,  and  I 
had  remembered  Mr.  Cusson,  and  I  had  remembered  Mr.  Weyer- 
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Senator  Kenton.  Did  be  ask  you  frhere  they  sat? 

Mr.  Pbicb.  He  asked  roe  where  they  sat,  and  there  was  pos^blv 
two  or  three  of  them  that  I  could  have  told  exactly  where  tliey  sal. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  say  anything  in  your  affidavit  about 
where  they  sat } 

Mr.  Price.  No,  air. 

Senator  Kenyon.  How  long  did  he  talk  to  you  the  second  time '. 

Mr.  Price.  Not  more  than  10  minuter 

Senator  Kenyon.  That  is  the  time  he  had  it  prepared  as  nn 
affidavit? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Did  you  object  to  any  parts  of  that  affidavit  i 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  tell  him  it  did  not  state  the  facts  accu- 
rately ? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

S^iator  Kenyon.  Did  he  tell  you  you  would  be  wanted  as  a 
witness? 

Mr,  Price.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Did  he  tell  you  the  affidavit  was  all  there  was 
to  it? 

Mr.  Phice.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  And  that  you  would  not  be  compelled  to  pi 
before  the  Helm  committee? 

Mr.  Price.  I  do  not  think  the  Helm  committee  was  talked  of  at  alL 

Senator  Kenyon,  Do  you  know  whether  that  was  through,  or 
whether  it  was  going  on<? 

Mr.  Price.  I  do  not  remember.    I  think  it  was  going  mi. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  he  stop  at  your  house? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Where  did  he  stop? 

Mr.  Price.  At  my  office. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Have  you  never  seen  him  since  that  time  ? 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Did  he  tell  you  that  he  had  seen  any  other 
witnesses? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Did  he  say  he  was  looking  up  the  evidenced 

Mr.  Price.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Whom  did  he  tell  you  he  had  seen  ? 

Mr.  Price.  He  wa?  soing  to  see  Frank  G<Ach.  He  said  he  had 
been  running  all  around  the  country  getting  these  facts.  I  do  nM 
know  whether  he  had  been  to  Mr.  McGowan  or  not. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  he  show  you  any  other  affidavits? 

Mr.  Price.  One. 

Senator  Kenyon.  'Whose? 

Mr.  Price.  I  forget  whose  it  was, 

Senator  Kenyon.  He  had  not  seen  Frank  Gotch  at  that  tiniel 

Mr.  PmcB.  No;  I  do  not  think  he  had. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Who  did  he  tell  you  had  employed  him  to  pet 
up  this  affidavit? 

Mr.  Price.  He  said  he  represented  Mr.  Wiehe,  from  tl»  Hires 
Lumber  Co. 
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Senator  Kenyon.  Did  you  understand  that  the  Hines  Lumber  Co. 
was  involved  in  anything  that  required  investigation? 

Mr.  Pkicb.  No, 

Senator  Kenton.  Or  that  required  affidavits! 

Mr.  Price.  No;  the  individuals  only. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Had  you  heard  at  that  time  that  Mr.  Hines  wa» 
accused  in  any  way  of  beine  involved  in  the  matter? 

Mr.  Price.  I  think  I  had  read  it;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  You  hnve  never  seen  Mr,  Shields  since  that  time? 

Mr.  PRitas.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  And  you  do  not  know  where  he  is! 

Mr.  Price,  No,  sir. 

Senator  Gamble.  Was  your  recollection  of  the  conversation,  or 
rather  that  no  conversation  had  been  had,  in  the  smoking  compart- 
ment in  regard  to  the  election  of  Senator  Lorimer  or  the  use  of  money 
or  contributing  to  the  jackpot,  your  own  independent  recollection, 
independ^it  oi  any  augcestion  made  by  this  gentleman  who  inter- 
viewed you,  Mr.  Shields  f 

Mr.  Price.  I  remembered  no  such  conversation. 

Senator  Gamble.  Did  he  make  any  suggestions  to  you  in  connec-  ' 
tion  with  it! 

Mr,  Price.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Gamble.  And  you  stated  that  upon  your  own  independent 
recollection  of  what  oceuiTed  in  the  smoking  room! 

Mr.  Phicb.  After  he  had  asked  if  such  a  conversation  had  occurred, 
I  told  him  no. 

Senator  Gambui.  How  did  you  know  that  these  men,  the  Weyer- 
haeusers,  Mr.  Wiehe,  and  Mr.  Hines  and  the  others  named,  were 
going  ooit  to  a  meeting  of  that  kind ! 

Mr.  Price.  That  I  can  not  quite  recall.  I  must  have  beard  it  at 
the  hotel. 

Senator  Gamble.  But  you  did  have  that  information! 

Mr.  Prick,  Yes,  sir;  I  did. 

Senator  Qambls,  And  you  associated  them  on  the  car  going  up 
that  night  with  that  company  and  with  their  business! 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir;  I  did. 

Senator  Gamble.  And  you  knew  concerning  the  company,  did  you, 
and  its  stockholders  and  its  directors! 

Mr.  Price,  Oh,  yes. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  you  see  any  of  them  at  the  hotel  before  you 
left  for  the  train! 

Mr.  Price.  I  do  not  remember. 

Senator  Jones.  Do  you  know  whether  any  of  them  were  at  your 
hotel ! 

Mr.  pRicB.  I  have  since  found  out  some  of  them  -were  there. 

Senator  Jones.  You  have  understood  since  that  some  of  them  were 
there ! 

Mr.  Price.  Yes ;  at  the  Spalding  House. 

Senator  Jones.  But  you  do  not  remember  seeing  any  of  themf 

Mr.  Price.  No.  sir.        , 

Senator  Jones.  Did  yon  talk  with  anybody  at  the  hotel  about  this 
Virginia  &  Bainy  Lake  Lumber  Co. ! 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Jones.  Who!  r~'  i 
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Mr.  Price.  With  the  man  that  must  have  told  me  that  they  were 
going  up  there.  Our  Minneapolis  man  was  with  me,  and  we  were 
talking  about  it 

Senator  Jones.  Your  Minneapolis  man  J  What  do  you  memn  bv 
that? 

Mr.  Pbicb.  Our  representative  in  Minneapolis. 

Senator  Jones.  You  had  a  representative  in  Minneapolis,  and  ht 
was  there  at  Duluth? 

Mr.  Phiob.  Yea. 

Senator  Jones.  You  and  he  were  talking  about  this  Lumber  com- 
pany? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes. 

Senator  Jones.  You  think  he  suggested  that  theee  men  were  going 
to  this  meeting? 

Mr.  Phicb.  Yea. 

Mr.  Masble.  Just  one  other  question,  if  you  please.  Did  yon  Ull 
Mr.  Shields  what  time  you  went  into  that  smoking  compartment} 

Mr.  Phice.  Yesj  I  think  so. 
.  Mr.  Mabble.  Did  you  tell  him  the  same  thing  you  have  told  ben 
on  the  stand  ? 

Mr.  Price.  No  ;  not  ^uite  as  thoroughly. 

Mr.  Marble.  Not  quite  as  thoroughly  f 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  tell  him  you  went  into  the  smddng  com- 
partment about  the  tune  the  train  started  ? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  tell  him  that  you  remained  there  until  l" 
minutes  before  the  train  reached  Virginia,  except  for  the  short  ab- 
sence you  have  described  ? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  did  tell  him  thatt 

Mr,  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  tell  him  about  any  other  absences  from  tbr 
smoking  compartment  than  the  one  you  have  described  to  ual 

Sfr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  he  suggest  to  you  the  length  of  time  you  had  been 
in  that  smoking  roomf 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir;  he  did  not. 

Mr.  Marble.  Not  at  all  t 

Mr.  Price.  No,  air. 

Mr.  Marble.  All  the  suggestions  were  made  by  you  to  him  before 
he  prepared  this  affidavit! 

Mr.  Price.  Oh,  no,  sir;  he  made  the  suggestions,  but  there  vert 
no  suggestions  to  make.  He  asked  me  if  I  would  sign  an  affidavir 
to  the  effect  that  I  had  not  heard  this  conversation,  and  I  said  1 
would. 

Mr.  Marble.  That  is  all  the  suggestion  that  was  made  about  tin 
contents  of  this  affidavit? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  then,  without  any  further  conversation  thJi. 
that,  he  went  away  and  prepared  the  afidavit? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  &£abble.  And  he  got  the  affidavit  correct,  so  that  tou  swuri' 
to  iti 
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Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Without  sounding  your  mind  as  to  ^e  circumstances 
to  be  described  in  the  affidavit! 

Mr.  Prick.  I  do  not  think  there  were  any  circumstances  described, 
excepting  that  I  swore  I  did  not  hear  tJiis  conversation. 

Mr.  AusBLC.  That  is  all  you  told  Mr.  Shields  before  he  prepared 
the  affidavit  f 

Mr.  Price.  Practically  all  I  told  him ;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  tell  him  about  tm*.  Hines  calling  Mr.  Wiehe 
from  the  room ! 

Mr.  Price.  I  do  not  think  so ;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Marbi£.  You  do  not  think  you  did  t 

Mr.  Price.  No,  air. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  tell  him  about  Mr.  Hines  calling  Mr.  Weyer- 
haeuser from  the  room  f 

Mr.  Price.  No,  ^r ;  1  do  not  think  ao. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  Mr.  Hines  call  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser  from  the  room  ? 

Mr.  Price.  1  think  so;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  At  the  time  that  you  have  described,  when  he  left 
the  room! 

Mr.  Price.  YeSj  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  he  call  anyone  else  from  that  room  that  night  t 

Mr.  Price.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  If  the  committee  please,  1  will  present  the  affidavit 
to  the  witness.  Is  this  the  affidavit  that  you  signed  [exhibiting  paper 
to  witness]  ? 

Mr.  Price.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  my  signature. 

(By  request  the  stenographer  marked  the  affidavit  referred  to 
*'  Exhibit  Price  No.  2,  July  19,  1911."} 

Mr.  Marble.  Does  the  chairman  desire  that  I  read  the  affidavit 
now? 

The  Chairman.  I  think  you  had  better  get  it  in  now,  although  we 
are  past  our  recess  time. 

(Mr.  Marble  then  read  the  first  part  of  the  affidavit  referred  to, 
down  to  the  end  of  the  first  paragrapn,  when  the  following  occurred :) 

Mr.  Marble.  I  am  requested  here  to  refer  to  this  paper. 

Mr.  Hanect.  It  is  all  right.    It  is  in  already. 

Mr.  Marble.  The  paper  referred  to  is  marked  "Exhibit  No.  1, 
J.  Ben.  Price,"  on  the  bottom, 

Mr.  Farrar.  And  with  the  signature  of  a  notary  public. 

Mr.  Marble.  There  are  a  number  of  signatures  of  notaries  public 
here. 

Senator  Jones.  I  would  suggest  that  you  just  read  the  affidavit 
into  the  record. 

The  Ciiairhan.  Proceed, 

Mr.  Marble.  Yes;  that  is  better. 

(Mr,  Marble  then  finished  the  reading  of  the  affidavit  referred  to. 
Said  affidavit  is.  in  full,  as  follows:) 

"  Exhibit  Price  No.  2.^July  19,  1911. 

"  State  or  Washington,  County  of  King,  ss: 

"J.  Ben.  Price,  being  first  duly  sworn,  deposes  and  says  that  he  'v* 
a  lumberman,  and  resides  in  the  city  of  Seattle,  State  of  Washingtn*-, 
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That  he  was  a  passenger  on  the  sleeping  ear  Regina  which  ii'ft 
Duluth,  Minn.,  on  Tuesday,  the  7th  day  of  March.  A.  D.  1911.  si 
about  7.10  o'clock  in  the  evening,  the  railroad  being  the  Dululh. 
Missabe  &  Northern  Railroad.  That  I  am  the  party  who  filled  wii 
tii«  Kheet  '  Information  for  Canadian  immi^ation  and  health  in- 
spection '  at  Fort  Frances,  Ontario,  March  8,  1911,  which  sheet  if 
now  produced  and  shown  to  me  and  marked  '  Exhibit  1 '  to  this  mx 
affidavit. 

"  That  during  said  trip  from  Duluth  to  Virginia;  I  was  in  tltf 
smoking  compartment  of  the  said  car  Regina  the  greater  portion  nf 
the  time ;  that  during  all  of  said  time  the  said  smoking  compartmi'ni 
was  full  of  men;  that  just  before  arriving  at  Virginia,  Minn..  I  left 
the  smoking  compartment  to  prepare  for  transfer  from  the  mr 
Reginar  to  the  car  Kakabeka:  and  that  on  arrival  at  Viiyinia  I  did 
transfer  from  said  car  Regina  to  said  cur  Kakabeka  and  remained  in 
said  car  Karkabeka  until  I  arrived  at  Winnepeg. 

"That  I  remember  seeing  on  said  car  R^na  on  said  trip  Mr. 
Edward  Hines,  of  Chicago,  111.,  and  several  other  lumbermen.  That 
I  remember  a  man  in  the  smoking  compartm^it  of  said  car  R^na 
on  said  trip  who  is  now  described  to  me  as  Mr,  C.  F.  Wiehe,  of  Chi- 
cago, 111.  That  during  said  trip  between  Duluth  and  Virginia,  in 
the  smoking  compartment  of  said  car  Regina  or  in  any  other  part  nf 
said  car,  I  neard  no  conversation  whatever  in  regard  to  tiie  eleclinT, 
of  Mr.  William  Ixmmer  to  the  office  of  United  States  Senator  frmu 
Illinois,  or  any  matter  pertaining  thereto.  That  if  any  such  conver- 
fiation  was  had  in  my  proximity  I  would  have  heard  it.  That  In 
my  knowledge  Mr.  C.  F.  Wiehe  was  with  a  party  of  8  or  10  people 
and  was  continuously  with  sc«ne  one  of  the  sai^  party  daring  the 
entire  trip  between  Duluth  and  Virginia. 

"That  during  said  trip  between  Duluth,  Minn.,  and  Virginis. 
Minn.,  Mr.  Edward  Hines  came  to  the  door  of  the  smoking  com- 

frartment  of  said  car  Regina  and  called  Mr,  C.  F.  Wiehe  and  another 
umberman  from  the  smoking  compartment  of  said  car  R^ina  into 
the  sleeping  compartment  of  said  car  Regina. 

"J.  Ben.  PgiCE. 
"  Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me  this  81st  day  of  May,  1911. 

"  S.  J.  Rice, 
"  Notary  public  in  and  for  said  State,  residing  at  Seattle,  TFoaA." 
(During  the  reading  of  the  acknowledgment  of  the  affidavit,  before 
the  notary's  name  was  read,  the  following  occurred :) 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  know  the  name  of  the  notary  who  signs  this! 
Mr.  Pbici.  Rioe. 

The  Chairman.  Does  that  complete  the  examination  of  the  wit- 
ness! 

Mr.  Mabboi.  I  would  rather  not  say  definitely  now.     I  think  so. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  take  a  recess  until  2  o'clock. 

(The  committee  thereupon  took  a  recess  until  2  o'clock  p,  m,) 

ATTER  RECESS. 

Mr.  Marble.  We  are  through  with  the  witness  who  was  on  thf 
stand  before  recess. 
Mr.  Hanect.  I  should  like  to  have  Mr.  G«orge  M.  Beynrfds  calW- 
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lESTIHOKY  OF  OEOSOE  H.  BETHOLDS. 

'  George  M.  REYNOLoa,  being  duly  sworn,  was  examined  and  testified 
as  follows: 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  Mr.  Reynolds,  what  is  your  full  namel 

Mr.  RsYKOiDS.  George  M.  Reynolds. 

Mr.  Hanect.  What  is  your  businesst 

Mr.  Reynolds.  I  am  banking. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  How  long  have  you  been'in  the  banking  businesst 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Thirty-one  years. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  With  what  bank  are  you  now  connected,  and  howl 

Mr.  Reynolds.  I  am  president  of  the  Continental  and  Commercial 
National  Bank  of  Chicago,  and  president  of  the  Continental  Trust 
and  Savings  Bank,  and  chairman  of  the  board  of  directors  of  the 
Hibernian  Banking  Associati(»i. 

Mr.  Hanect.  What  are  the  capital  and  surplus  of  the  Continental 
and  Commercial  National  Banki 

Mr.  Reynoum.  The  capital  and  surplus  are  $34,000,000. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  what  are  the  deposits? 

Mr.  Retnouw.  About  $200,000,000,  of  those  two  banks. 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  is,  of  the  two? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Of  the  two;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Have  you  given  the  capital  and  surplus  of  the  two? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  'WTiat  is  the  capital  of  the  Hibernian  ? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  A  million  and  a  half. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  the  deposits? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Between  twenty-six  and  twenty-seven  million. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Have  you  included  the  surplus  and  the  capital  of  the 
Hibernian  ? 

Mr.  Retnouis.  No,  ar.  The  combined  capital  and  surplus  of  the 
three  institutions,  which  are  under  one  management,  is  about  $86,- 
500,000. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  the  deposits  of  all  three? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  At  the  moment  they  are  about  $225,000,000. 

Mr.  Hanect,  How  long  have  you  been  president  of  the  Continental 
&  Commercial  National  Bank  ? 

Mr,  Reynolds.  I  have  been  president  of  the  Continental  National 
for,  I  think,  seven  years.  The  Commercial  National  business  was 
merged  with  ours  on*  the  1st  of  August  last — not  quite  a  year  yet. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Do  you  know  Edward  Hines? 

Mr.  Reynolds,  I  do. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  How  long  have  you  known  him? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  About  13  years,  I  guess. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  He  is  one  of  the  directors  of  your  national  bank? 

Mr,  Retnolos.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr,  Hanect.  And  has  been  since  you  have  been  connected  with  it, 
Has  he? 

Mr.  Retnolds.  No:  not  that  long.  He  was  oririnally  a  director 
of  the  National  Bank  of  North  America,  whose  busines  we  took  over 
some  seven  or  eight  years  ago;  I  am  not  just  sure  as  to  the  exact  time. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  did  Mr.  Hines  become  a  director  then? 


101183— PT  5—11- 


uiriz^dtv  Google 


I&88  fiEKATOa  FBOM  UUHOIS. 

Mr.  Reynouw.  He  became  a  director  of  the  Continental  National 
Bank  at  the  time  the  Continental  National  absorbed  the  old  National 
Bank  of  North  America,  of  which  he  was  then  a  director. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  he  continued  after  the  absorption  or  the  consoli- 
dation of  the  Continental  and  the  Commercial  i 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  he  is  now  a  director? 

Mr.  Reynouw.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hamecy.  Do  you  know  Gov.  Deneen! 

Mr,  Reynoidb.  I  do. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  How  long  have  you  known  him,  Mr.  Reynolds  t 

Mr.  Rbynouw.  About  the  same  length  of  time,  I  should  say — 1^ 
or  14  years;  something  like  that;  perhaps  longer  than  13. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  you  meet  Sir.  Hines  on  the  morning  of  the  26th 
of  May,  1909,  the  day  William  Lorimer  was  elected  l^ited  States 
Senatf»*  frfwn  Illinois? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  I  do  not  recognize  the  date,  but  I  did  meet  him 
on  the  day  on  which  Mr.  Lorimer  was  elected  Senator;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Where  had  Mr.  Hines  been  prior  to  your  meetin<: 
him  that  morning? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  He  told  me  be  had  been  in  Washington. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  he  tell  you  that  he  had  just  returned  to  Chicagi) 
icom  Washington  at  that  time  ? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Yes,  sir;  he  did. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  About  what  time  in  the  morning  did  you  meet  himr 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Oh,  around  9  o'clock — perhaps  a  little  after;  I  do 
not  know  exactly  the  hour. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  you  have  a  talk  with  him  as  to  whet  he  was  in 
Chicago  for? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Yes;  he  explained  to  me. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Will  you  not  teD  the  committee  now  what  your  talk 
with  him  was  in  that  respect? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  I  would  not  undertake  to  give  it  word  for  w<wd; 
but  I  can  give  the  sense  of  it,  I  think,  and  I  guess  that  is  all  you  cart 
for, 

Mr.  H.VNECY.  Give  the  substance  of  it 

Mr.  Reynoujb.  I  will  give  the  substance  of  it.  Mr.  Hines  caniF 
to  me  that  morning,  as  I  tliink,  directly,  from  the  train,  and  saiil 
that  be  was  the  bearer  of  a  message  whicn  would  have  an  important 
bearing  upon  the  situation  in  Illinois  politics. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  he  say  from  whom  the  message  was? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Yes;  he  did.  The  message  came  directly,  as  ht 
stated  it  to  me,  from  Senator  Aldrich.  In  the  conversation,  however. 
he  explained  that  the  message  in  reality  was  coming  from  the  ad- 
min istratiui,  or  from  President  I'aft,  tm-ough  Senator  Aldrich,  and 
was  to  be  delivered  by  him  to  Gov.  Deneen. 

Mt,  Hanecy.  What  els©  did  he  say  to  you  in  that-  respect? 

Mr.  Reynoijjs.  He  told  me  in  substance  that  there  bad  been  a  con- 
ference of  some  of  the  leading  Senators  in  Washington  upon  the 
question  of  the  election  of  a  Senator  in  Illinois,  there  having  been  one 
vacancy  at  thst  time;  and  he  stated  that  as  a  result  of  that  con- 
ference he  had  been  commissioned  to  take  this  message  to  Hlinoi?^ 
which,  in  effect,  w;is  thiit  the  leaders  in  the  Senate,  including  the 
President,  had  expressed  a  desire  to  have  a  Senator  elected  before  the 
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adjournment  of  the  legislature  in  Illinois,  and  that  after  a  con- 
faiderntion  of  the  situation  locallv  they  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  they  could  probably  unite  "better  upon  Senator  Lorimer  (or, 
rather,  upon  Congressman  Lorimer  at  that  time)  than  anyone  else; 
and  he  stated  to  me  that  he  had  been  commissioned  to  carry  this 
message  to  Gov.  Deneen,  to  the  effect  that  they  would  much  prefer 
to  see  Senator  Lorimer  elected  than  to  have  the  legislature  adjourn 
^vithout  an  election, 

Mr,  Hanecy.  Did  Mr.  Hines  say  anything  to  you  about  how  he 
Tvas  to  communicate  that  to  Gov.  Deneen,  or  how  he  wanted  to  con- 
vey that  message  to  Gov.  Deneen  from  the  President  and  the  leaders 
in  Washington! 

Mr.  RsYNOUDS.  I  do  not  think  there  was  any  specific  discussion 
about  that  He  intimated,  or  rather  indicated,  tnat  he  had  expected 
to  go  on  to  Spring&eld  direct,  but  for  some  reason  or  other  had  been 
detained  in  Chicago,  and  that  it  would  necessitate  the  message  being 
sent  by  telephone.  He  said  he  did  not  know  quite  what  was  the  best 
way  to  do  it,  and  asked  my  advice.  I  said  to  him  that  he  being  the 
only  party  who  could  know  anything  about  the  details  of  the  mes- 
sage itself,  I  thought  he  was  the  only  man  who  could  consistently 
undertake  to  do  the  telephoning.  Thereupon  he  asked  me  if  we  had 
a  public  telephone  there,  and  I  told  him  there  was  a  telephone  in  the 
room  adioinmg  mine  that  he  could  use. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  were  in  the  bank  of  the  Continental  &  Com- 
mercial National  at  that  time,  and  in  the  office  of  the  president  of  the 
bank! 

Mr.  Ketnolds.  I  was. 

Mr.  Hamect,  You  were  in  your  office  at  that  time  ? 

Mr.  Eetnoij>8.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Did  Mr.  Hines  suggest  to  you  or  talk  to  you  about 
having  to  convey  that  message  to  Gov.  Deneen? 

Mr.  Betnolds.  No;  I  do  not  think  he  did.  He  asked  my  advice, 
however,  as  to  the  best  way  in  which  the  message  could  be  gotten  to 
him. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  you  suggested  that  he  go  and  telephone  it  di- 
rectly i 

Mr.  Reynolds.  I  suggested  that  that  was  the  only  feasible  way, 
since  he  was  the  only  man  who  knew  anything  about  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  \^^lat  did  Mr.  Hines  do  then,  Mr.  Reynolds? 

Jlr.  Reynolds.  My  remembrance  is  that  he  asked  me  to  call  my 
secretary ;  and  my  remembrance  is  that  after  that  he  asked  him  to 
get  Mr.  Ix>rimer  on  the  telephone,  which  I  think  he  did. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  Mr.  Lorimer  was  then  in  Springfield? 

Sir.  Reynolds.  He  was  not  there,  at  any  rate.  I  think  he  was  in 
Springfield. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  you  give  the  direction  to  your  secretary,  or 
somebody  connected  with  the  bank,  to  get  Senator  Lorimer  on  the 
long-distance  telephone? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  I  think  Mr.  Hines  gave  the  instruction  himself,  as 
I  remember  it. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  In  your  presence? 

Mr.  Rbynou>8.  Ves,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Was  the  long-distance  telephone  resorted  to,  and  was 
it  reported  that  they  had  Mr.  William  Lorimer  on  the  telephone  ? 
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Mr.  BETNoutfi.  Mr.  Hines  left  my  office  then  and  went  into  the 
adjoining  room,  where  there  was  a  public  telephone,  and  was  in  the 
booth  for  some  little  time — I  do  not  know  how  long.  In  the  mean- 
time people  had  begun  to  come  in  to  transact  their  business;  nnd 
after  some  time  he  came  back  to  my  office  and  said  that  he  hmi  ■ 
talked  to  Mr.  Lorimer,  and  had  also  talked  to  Gov.  Deneen.  I 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  he  say  upon  what  subject  he  had  talked  wiih 
those  two  gentlemen  J  | 

Mr.  REYNoijja.  He  did  not  specify  at  all ;  but  I  assumed,  of  coum. 
it  was  upon  the  subject  which  he  had  discii-ssed  with  me  prior  m 
going  into  the  booth. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Was  there  anything  said  by  you  or  Mr.  Hines  aboot 
the  possibility  of  Gov.  Deneen's  not  recognizing  Mr.  Hines's  voice, 
either  before  Mr,  Hines  got  the  governor  or  afterwai-ds? 

Mr.  Reynolds,  I  think  Mr.  Hines  intimated,  before  he  went  inm 
the  booth,  that  in  his  proposed  talk  with  Gov.  Deneen  he  might  w' 
recognize  his  voice :  and  he  said :  "  I  may  have  to  bother  you  lurtiiir, 
to  asl;  vou  to  step  to  the  phone  and  identify  me." 

Mr.  Hanecy.  But  he  did  not  call  on  you?  ' 

Mr.  Beynolds.  He  did  not;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  you  have  any  further  conversation  with  Mr.  ; 
Hines  that  morning  on  that  subject,  Mr.  Keynoldst 

Mr.  Beykolds.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Was  that  substantially  all  that  took  place' 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr,  Hanecy,  Did  Mr.  Hines  tell  you  anything  about  what  tlie 
governor  said  to  him  in  relation  to  the  matter,  or  what  Senaiur 
Lorimer  had  said  ? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  I  do  not  think  he  did,  Mr.  Hanecy. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  In  the  talk  which  you  had  with  Mr.  Hines  heiote 
Mr.  Hines  went  to  the  long-distance  telephone,  was  anything  isiJ 
about  a  meeting  in  Washington  here  at  midnight,  or  just  prior  lo 
midnight,  and  extending  to  midnight  or  beyond? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Mr.  Hines,  in  the  delivery  of  his  message,  had  ex- 
plained its  origination  by  saying  that  he  nad  been  called  to  meei. 
I  think  he  said.  Senator  Aldrich  and  Senator  Penrose  at  the  Finamt 
Committee  room  the  second  evening  beforCj  and  that  they  left  che 
committee  room,  he  going  to  Senator  Aldnch's  house  and  Senator 
Aldrich  going  to  the  l\'^ite  House,  after  which  Senator  Aldrich 
returned  to  his  residence,  where  Mr.  Hines  had  been  waiting,  and  ai 
which  time  he  gave  him  (as  he  stated  to  me)  the  message  that  he  bad 
been  authorized  to  deliver  to  Gov.  Deneen. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  mean  that  Senator  Aldrich  had  given  to  Mr. 
Hines  the  message  that  Mr.  Hines  gave  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Yes,  sir;  that  was  his  statement  of  it  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Was  anything  said  by  Mr.  Hines  about  where  Sena- 
tor Aldrich  went  from  the  Finance  Committee  room  while  Mr.  Hinei 
waited  at  Senator  Aldrich's  residence? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Yes ;  he  told  me  he  had  gone  to  the  White  House. 

Mr.  Hanect,  Senator  Aldrich  had  gcme  to  the  White  Housef 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Yea,  ar. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  he  say  what  time  Senator  Aldrich  had  returned 
to  his  own  residence  from  the  White  House  that  evening — that  night' 

Mr.  Reynolds.  I  think  he  said  some  time  between  midsig^t  and 
1  o'clock.   I  am  not  positive  as  to  the  exact  time. 


^NATOB  FROM  ILLJK0J6.  1591 

Mr.  Hanect.  Did  Mr.  Hines  say  anything  about  what  he  had  done 
after  he  had  received  the  message  from  Senator  Aldrich  after  mid- 
night, or  about  that  time,  about  telephoning  or  telegraphing  to  any- 
body at  Springfield  or  Chicago? 

Mr.  JR£rN0LD8.  No,  sir:  he  did  not  say  anything  to  me  about  it. 

Mr.  Hansct.  That  is  all. 

Mr.  Masblb.  Was  it  before  or  after  he  telephoned  to  Sprlng6eld 
that  Mr.  Hines  told  you  of  the  meetings  between  him  and  Senator 
Aldrich? 

Mr.  RErN0Li>s.  It  was  before  he  telephoned. 

Mr.  Mabble.  What  time  did  he  come  to  the  bank? 

Sir.  Reynolds.  Around  9  o'clock  j  perhaps  a  little  later.  I  did 
not  pay  any  attention  to  the  exact  tmie,  except  that  it  was  early  in 
the  morning. 

Mr.  Mahbu:.  What  time  were  you  accustomed  to  arrive  at  the 
bank? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  8.30,  as  a  rule. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  your  memory  would  be  that  it  was  about  8,30 
Avhen  you  arrived  that  morning? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Yes;  I  do  not  remember  anything  to  the  contrary. 
It  was  quite  early.  The  bank,  in  reality,  was  not  open  for  general 
business,  our  opening  hour  being  10  o'clock.  I  do  not  think  anybody 
had  been  in  in  the  morning  before  Mr.  Hines  called. 

Mr.  Marble.  Can  you  tell  how  long  Mr.  Hines  talked  with  you 
before  he  left  you  to  go  to  the  telephone  ? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  I  should  say  perhaps  20  minutes.  That  is  only  an 
estimate,  of  course.    I  paid  no  particular  attention  to  it, 

Mr.  Marble.  After  he  had  telephoned,  he  made  no  report  to  you 
of  the  results? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  No,  sir;  nothing  definite,  except,  I  think,  he  did 
step  to  my  ofiice  and  say  that  he,  had  reached  the  governor  and  had 
delivered  the  message. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  he  say  anything  further? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  No,  sir. 

Mr,  Marble.  Did  he  come  inside  of  the  room  of  your  ofiice? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  No,  sir ;  he  simply  looked  in  at  the  door. 

Mr,  Marble,  Did  he  say  that  he  had  reached  Senator  Lorimer 
also — Congressman  Lorimer? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  I  do  not  remember  that  he  did  say  that;  no,  sir. 

ilr.  Marble.  Did  he  not  tell  you  that  he  had  reached  the  governor, 
and  that  the  governor  had  promised  to  assist  Mr.  Lorimer  to  be 
elected  United  States  Senator? 

ilr,  Reynolds.  I  do  not  remember  that  he  said  that ;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  do  not  remember  that  he  told  you  anything? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Anything  except  that  he  had  reached  him  and 
delivered  the  message.     That  is  as  nearly  as  I  remember  it. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  Mr.  Hines  talk  to  you  about  the  election  of 
Senator  Lorimer,  after  it  occurred  at  any  time? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Nothing  definite  that  I  know  of,  until  after  these 
proceedings  had  all  come  up. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  do  not  remember  meeting  him  in  the  week  or 
10  days  or  2  weeks  after  the  election? 

Mr.  Reynou>b,  I  do  not  recall  it;  no,  sir;  although  I  may  have. 
Mr.  Hines  was  a  frequent  visitor  at  the  bank  and  a  rrequent  visitor 
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to  my  office ;  and  it  is  barely  possible  that  something  may  have  bwi 
mentioned  about  it  at  that  time.  But  I  disnissed  it  from  mj  mitid 
at  the  time. 

Mr.  Mahble.  Did  he  ever  discuss  this  telephoning  with  yoo  after- 
wards— after  the  election  ? 

Mr.  Kbtnolds.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marbls.  Or  the  effect  of  it? 

Mr.  Betnou)b,  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Or  the  part  that  he  had  played  in  the  election  of 
Senator  Lorimer? 

Mr.  Set»old8.  I  think  I  have  heard  him  say  that  he  thought  he 
was  instrumental,  probably,  in  electing  Senator  liOrimer. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  ranember  where  it  was  that  you  heard  him 
say  that? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  No  ;  I  do  not  recall  it.  but  it  would  very  probabk 
be  in  my  office,  because  I  am  not  out  of  it  very  much  of  the  daytime. 

Mr.  Makble.  Do  you  remember  his  words* 

Mr.  Ketnolds.  No;  I  would  not  be  able  to  repeat  them. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  he  indicate  the  extent  to  which  he  thought  lie 
had  been  instrumental  ? 

Mr.  Retnoij>8.  No  j  I  do  not  think  he  did. 

Mr.  Marble.  Or  did  he  at  all  indicate  to  you  the  service  whiih 
he  had  rendered? 

Mr.  EETNorj>9.  I  think  Mr.  Hines's  attitude  generally,  as  well  s^ 
what  he  may  have  said  at  the  time,  indicated  to  me  that  he  believe.- 
he  had  been  very  influential  in  bringing  about  what  had  happened 
but  I  can  not  quote  definitely  what  he  said. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  he  tell  you  how*  Did  he  tell  you  any  of  tlie 
steps  he  had  takent 

Mr.  Reynolds.  No;  he  did  not;  further  than  that  he  knew  thatl 
was  conversant  with  his  first  statement  with  reference  to  this  mes- 
sage. 

Senator  Kern.  He  did  not  assume  that  the  message  elected  Senaifr 
Lorimer,  did  he? 

Mr.  Rbynoijjs.  That  is  as  far  as  I  know  of  his  connection  with  ii 

Mr,  Marble.  Are  you  friendly  with  Senator  Lorimer? 

Mr.  Reynouw,  I  am  not  unfriendly  with  any  man.  I  am  n« 
friendly  with  him  in  the  sense  of  being  friends  with  him ;  no. 

Mr.  Marble.  I  am  speaking  now  alx>ut  personal  friendship. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  No  ;  I  hardly  know  Senator  Ijorimer,  more  than  i'> 
say  "  Good  morning"  to  him. 

Mr.  Marble.  Have  you  been  a  political  supporter  of  his? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  I  have  not. 

Mr.  Marble.  Have  you  contributed  to  Ms  campaign  funds? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  I  have  not. 

Mr.  Marble.  Has  anyone  ever  talked  to  you  about  a  campaipi 
fund  to  defray  the  expenses  of  his  election  as  Senator! 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Nottiing  except  what  may.  have  been  casual  gossip 
since  these  matters  have  been  public  and  have  been  in  the  newspapers. 

Mr,  Marble.  But  before  the  publication  of  the  Funk  testimony,  for 
instance  ? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Yes;  I  had  one  remark  made  to  me  at  one  time. 
Some  months — I  do  not  remember  how  long — after  this  episode  li' 
which  I  have  just  referred,  Mr.  Medill  McCk>rmick,  of  the  Tribiute- 
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came  to  me  and  said.  "  I  know  that  yon  knew  of  that  message  which 
was  sent  out  there,  and  I  have  come  to  see  whether  yon  know  any- 
thing aboiA  JooDey  haviog  been  used."  I  sa^d  to  him  ttwt  I  did  not, 
and  that  I  was  amazed  to  hear  that  there  had  been  any  money  nsed. 
At  that  time  he  said.  "  I  have  definite  knowledge  that  somebody  took 
$128,000,"  I  think  he  said,  "  from  Washington  to  Springfield." 

Mr.  Marble.  Mr.  McConmick  said  be  luid  definite  knowledge  that 
mone^  had  t^een  taken  ? 

Mr.  Keykouis.  Yes,  sir;  but  he  did  not  know  who  had  takeiii  it. 

Mr.  Marbi£.  Did  he  indicate  any  further  to  you  the  nature  of  his 
knowledge  i 

Mr.  Reynolds.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  MarbijE.  Did  he  say  that  the  money  had  been  nsed  for  the<elec- 
tion  of  Senator  Lorimerf 

Mr.  Keysolds,  That  was  the  inference. 

Mr,  Mabdu:.  It  was  in  that  connection  ? 

Mr.  It£YN0U)6.  My  understanding  was  that  that  was  what  he 
meant. 

Mr.  Marblb.  He  gave  you  to  onderstuid  that  he  had  some  sort  of 
evidence  or  information  that  there  was  such  a  fund  used? 

Mr.  Beynolos.  Or  at  least  that  he  believed  that  money  had  been 
used;  yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Can  yon  tell  us  the  certainty  with  which  he  expressed 
himself- in  that  regard? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  I  think  he  was  quite  certain  that  he  had  knowledge 
that  the  money  had  gone  frmn  Washington,  but  that  he  could  not 
locate  the  party  who  had  carried  it. 

Mr.  Marble.  He  indicated  that  it  had  gone  from  the  city  of  Wash- 
ington to  Springfield? 

Mr.  RfYKOLBS.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  he  indicate  that  it  went  by  way  of  Chicago^ 

Mr.  Reynolds.  He  did  not. 

Mr.  Marble.  Or  anything  about  its  route? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  He  did  not. 

Mr.  Mabslb.  Did  he  indicate  whether  it  went  before  or  itter  the 
election  t 

Mr.  Reynolds.  He  did  not;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  he  at  that  time  indicate  to  yon  any  knowledge 
or  any  belief  as  to  the  person  who  carried  it? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Ko,  sir. 

Mr.  Ma^le.  Can  you  fix  the  time  of  that  conversation? 

Mr.  Reynolds,  No  ;  except  that  I  should  say  it  was  several  months 
after  t^  election— 6(»ne  little  time,  however,  before  this  matter  was 
made  public  in  the  newspapers. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  are  certain  it  was  Medill  McCormick  who  made 
that  remark? 

Mr.  Reynolds,  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  are  sure  it  was  not  some  other  McCormick? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  No:  Mr.  Medill  McConniok,  who  was  then  man- 
ager of  the  Chicago  Tribune. 

Mr.  Marble,  Would  you  say  whether  that  conversation  wan  heiore 
or  after  the  publication  of  the  White  confession? 

Mr,  Reynolds.  Oh.  it  was  before  that;  some  little  time. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Could  you  indicate  how  long  before  ? 
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Mr.  Reynolds.  No;  I  could  not. 

Mr.  Marble.  Would  it  be  a  matter  of  a  few  days? 

Mr.  Betnolds.  Oh,  no;  it  would  be  some  c(msiderable  time  before. 

Mr.  Marble.  More  than  a  month,  perhaps^ 

Mr.  E.EYNOLDS.  Oh,  yes;  it  would  be  more  than  that — I  shoiili 
say  three  or  four  months,  perhaps ;  and  I  may  be  wrong  in  dates  i= 
to  that,  because  not  long  after  that  Mr.  Medill  left  Chicago  oc 
account  of  his  health,  and,  as  I  understand,  has  not  been  activelt 
connected  with  the  paper  since. 
■   Mr,  Hanect.  You  mean  Mr.  Medill  McCormick? 

Mr.  Retnolds.  Mr.  Medill  McCormick ;  yes.  The  date  of  his  de- 
parture might  help  you  to  settle  tliat  date.     I  can  not  do  it. 

Mr.  Marble,  Do  you  know  how  long  it  was  before  his  departurf' 

Mr.  Reynolds.  I  do  not;  no. 

Mr.  Marble.  Assuming  that  the  White  confession  was  pablishpil 
on  April  30, 1910,  would  you  say  that  this  was  in  the  month  of  April! 

Mr.  Reynolds.  No  ;  I  should  say  two  or  three  months  before  that. 

Mr.  Marble.  Before  the  month  of  March? 

Mr.  Retnolds.  Yes;  I  should  say  so.  I  am  not,  however,  abielo 
state  definitely  that  is  the  fact,  because  I  made  no  memorandum  of  ii 
and  paid  no  attention  to  it. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  you  are  certain  that  it  was  Mr.  Medill  McCor- 
mick? 

Mr.  Retnolds.  Yes, 

Mr.  Marble.  And  that  it  was  $128,000? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  I  am  speaking  from  memory,  but  I  think  that  «n 
the  amount 

Mr.  Marble.  And  that  it  was  in  connection  with  the  senatoHol 
election  ? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  We  had  a  little  conversation  about  it.  He  said  ^ 
knew  I  had  knowledge  of  this  message,  and  he  wanted  to  know  if  I 
knew  anything  of  this  phase  of  it,  and  I  told  him  I  did  not  knoi^ 
anything  about  it,  and  was  very  much  surprised  that  such  a  phase 
existed. 

Mr.  Marble.  He  did  not  say  he  knew  you  had  knowledge  of  the 
fund? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Oh,  no. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  he  did  not  assert  any  knowledge  of  that  sort) 
.    Mr.  Reynolds.  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  tell  him  about  the  message  ? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  I  did  not  tell  him  at  that  time.  He  did  not  stop 
to  discuss  it  with  me. 

Mr.  Marble.  He  asked  you  about  it,  and  when  it  was,  without  get- 
ting your  answer  ? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  He  asked  me  about  this  question  about  the  monev, 
if  I  had  any  knowledge  of  any  money  being  sent  from  Washington- 
and  when  I  said  no,  he  said  it  was  said  it  had  been  done,  and  he  wa^ 
going  to  find  out  in  some  way ;  and  he  just  asked  me  about  that  and 
left.    He  did  not  stay  in  my  office  10  minutes. 

Mr.  Marble.  He  did  not  ask  you  about  information  about  the 
message? 

Mr.  RBrNou>8.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  He  claimed  to  have  that  knowledge? 

Mr.  Reynou>s.  His  question  indicated  that  he  had  that  knowledge 


BENATOB  PBOM  ILLINOIS.  1595 

Mr.  Marbu.  Did  you  discuss  the  matter  of  a  fund  for  the  elec- 
tion of  Senator  Lorimer  with  any  other  person? 

Mr.  I^YNOiDS.  N'o,  sir. 

Mr.  Masblb.  Xot  up  to  the  time  of  the  meeting  of  the  Helm  com- 
mittee at  Springfield) 

Mr.  E£TM0LD8.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Can  jou  recall  any  of  the  occasions  on  which  Mr. 
Hines  led  yon  to  believe  that  he  thought  himself  to  be  rery  instru- 
mental in  the  election  of  Senator  Lonmer? 

Mr.  Retnouw.  No;  I  do  not  recall  any. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  do  not  recall  the  speciQc  conversations  1 

Mr.  RETN0ii>8.  No,  sir, 

Mr.  Marble.  Nor  who  was  present ! 

Mr,  Betnolds.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Nor  where  they  were  held  i 

Mr.  Retnoij>8,  No,  sir. 

Mr.  M.\RDLB.  Was  there  more  than  one  such  communication  from 
Mr,  Hines? 

Mr,  Reynolds.  I  do  not  know  that  I  understand  your  question. 

Mr,  Marbu:.  Was  there  more  than  one  utterance'  from  Mr.  Hines 
that  led  you  to  that  belief  that  he  considered  himself  very  instru- 
mental in  that  election  t 

Mr.  Retnolds.  Not  that  I  recollect,  so  far  as  I  hod  anv  knowledge 
of  it. 

Mr.  Marbi^  Would  you  say  that  it  was  just  one! 

Mr.  RBrNoij>8.  I  should  say  just  one. 

Senator  Kern.  Was  there  a  person  connected  with  your  bank  or 
about  your  bank  named  Conrad! 

ilr.  Rbtnouis.  We  have  a  young  man  named  Conmd,  or  used  to 
hnve,    I  presume  he  is  there  yet. 

Senator  Kern.  Do  you  remember  his  first  name! 

ilr,  Reynolds.  I  do  not;  no,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  In  what  capacity  was  he  employed ! 

Mr.  Beynou>s.  I  think  he  was  what  we  call  an  assistant  to  the 
correspondence  clerk  at  that  time. 

Senator  Kjehn.  You  think  he  is  still  with  you! 

Mr.  Retnolds,  I  am  not  positive  as  to  that;  no,  sir.  You  see,  we 
have  about  1,000  men,  and  I  have  nothing  to  do  with  their  employ- 
ment or  their  direct  supervision  or  discharge,  and  I  do  not  carry  the 
names  in  my  mind.  If  he  is  not  with  us,  we  probably  know  where 
he  is  and  can  locate  him. 

Mr.  Marble,  Have  you  looked  up  the  records  of  the  telephone  on 
that  date! 

Mr.  RETNOLoa.  I  have  not. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  they  have  been  searched  f 

Jlr.  Reynolds.  I  think  they  have.  Mr.  Hines  told  me  at  one  time 
they  had  been  searched  so  far  as  our  office  was  concerned,  but  I  do 
not  remember  exactly  what  he  said  about  it,  except  they  had  found 
the  message  referred  to  had  been  sent  from  our  office  anil  charged  to 
us  and  paid  by  us,  and  that  afterwards  he  had  reimbursed  us. 

Mr.  Marble.  The  matter  did  not  pass  through  your  hands! 

Mr.  Reynoujs.  No,  sir, 

Mr.  Marble.  Mr.  Hines  could  go  directly  to  the  person  having  those 
records  in  vour  office!  , 


1696  ^NATOK  FBOU  lUJNOIS. 

Mr.  Eeyholds.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marbu:.  ^Vho  has  charge  of  those  recordsi     , 

Mr.  Reynou>8.  Mr.  Schroeuer,  our  secretary,  lor  Mr.  Leech,  oiir 
cashier. 

Mr.  Marble.  Your  memory  is  that  Mr.  Hines  ius  kMtked  <ttp  tkose 
records  ? 

Mr.  &i:yN0LD6.  He  has  tedd  me  so.    I  have  no  other  knowledge 

Mr.  Makblk.  He  told  you  it  was  first  charged  to  t^  baek  i 

Mr,  Eeynou>8.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  He  told  you  he  later  paid  the  bank? 

Mr.  ItBT2((Hi)B.    Y«B. 

Mr.  Marble.  Have  ydu  caused  the  records  of  your  baok  to  be  ex- 
amined to  determine  'whether  or  not  any  large  sums  of  monev  were 
withdrawn  in  currency  about  the  time  of  Uie  election  of  Senilbr 
Lorimer  which  might  have  been  used  for  that  purpose! 

Mr.  Reynolds.  No:  I  have  not. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  have  not  looked  through  to  satisfy  yourself  ob 
that  score? 

Mr.  Ketmolds.  Ho. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  loqg  have  yon  been  in  busijiess  in  tbe  city  of 
Chicago? 

Mr.  Retnoujs.  Nearly  14  years. 

Mr.  Marble.  Always  as  a  banker} 

Mr.  Retmolds.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marbui.  And  in  toudi  with  large  business  interests  f 

Mr.  ItBYi40U>s.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Ma£BLE.  As  such  banker? 

Mr.  Reymouis.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marbis.  Are  you  interested  in  street  railway  compames? 

Mr.  REYKOU>a.  No.  I  am  not  interested  in  anything  outside  of 
the  bank. 

Mr.  Marble.  Are  you  interested  in  street  railway  eompanie: 
through  making  loans  to  them  or  holding  their  securities?  i 

Mr.  Reynouis.  No.  We  have  an  account  fr(»n  a  street  car  com- 
pany,, but  have  no  money  loaned  to  them,  or  nev^r  had  during  niy 
administration. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  have  a  number  of  very  hii^  interests  depositing' 
in  your  bank? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  We  have;  ontainly. 

Mr.  Marble.  Are  you  at  all  in  touch  with  the  brewery  intorsi; 
and  the  distilling  interests  of  the  State? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  No ;  not  at  all  in  touch  with  them. 

Mr.  Marble.  In  your  business,  has  any  information  come  to  yon 
from  any  person  claiming  to  have  knowledge  of  the  exist«)ce  of  s  I 
corruption  fund  in  the  legislature  of  the  State  of  Illinois  for  any 
purpose  whatever?  I 

Mr.  Reynolds.  No,  sir;  except  what  I  have  seen  in  the  newspapers 
and  what  may  ha^e  been  discussed  as  the  result  of  the  evidence  whidi 
has  been  g^vcn  in  this  trial,  both  now  and  previously. 

Mr.  Marble.  Xo  business  man  has  ever  told  you  that  he  had  been   i 
asked  to  pay  monov  to  get  legislation?  I 

Mr,  Reynolds.  So,  sir.  | 

Mr.  Marbi£.  Or  to  kill  legislation? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  No,  sir.  If  he  had,  I  should  feel  it  my  duty  to  my 
citizenship  to  tell  you. 

,,  Cookie 


J 


SBWATOB  PBOM   lUJUTOK.  1597 

Mr.  Marbij:.  And  no  one  has  made  &d.j  sach  disdosare  to  yoai 

Mr.  Reynoum.  No,  sir, 

Mr.  Marble.  Have  vou  talked  with  men  who  were  interested  in 
le^slation  pending  before  the  general  assembly? 

Mr.  Betnoijw.  No  ;  I  have  not. 

Mr.  Marbi^.  You  have  not  had  oceasioti  to  discuss  franchises  «r 
contracts! 

Mr.  Betmolds.  No,  sir.  I  am  very  haay  in  the  conduct  of  my  own 
business,  and  I  do  not  have  time  for  outside  matters.  I  am  a  little 
old  fashioned  in  my  ideas  of  the'oandnct  of  a  hanlc  I  am  not  in  any 
outside  matters ;  I  have  no  directorship  in  anything  ou^de  of  a  bank; 
and  I  decline  to  go  into  everything,  in  stockholding  and  every  otlter 
way,  believing  tbat  so  long  as  I  am  the  custodian  ox  the  funds  of  the 
public  I  ought  to  stick  to  my  task  and  not  go  into  things  that  would 
either  divide  my  responsibUitiea,  my  raiersies,  or  my  thoughts. 

Mr.  Marble.  It  occurred  to  me  that  in  the  personal  friendships  and 
business  friendships  you  would  make  in  tJie  course  of  that  employ- 
ment, some  one  might  have  communicated  to  you  their  experience 
with  the  legislature. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  They  have  not. 

Mr.  Marblb.  No  oaei 

Mr.  Reynolds.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Flptcher.  Do  you  know  Senator  Aldrich  t 

Mr.  Rbtnou>s.  I  do. 

Senator  Fi^tcheb.  How  long  have  you  known  him  t 

Sir.  Reynolds.  Well,  I  have  known  nim  pretty  intimately  since  the 
spring  of  1908. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Have  you  ever  had  any  communicati<Hi  from 
him  with  regard  to  the  election  of  a  Senator  frcsn  Illinois^ 

Mr.  Reynouw.  No;  I  never  have. 

Senator  Fletcher.  No  cwnmunications,  written  or  oral,  direct  or 
indirect,  with  respect  to  the  election  of  Senator  Larimer? 

Mr.  Beywoujs.  No,  sir.  The  only  information  I  have  that  ocm- 
nects  his  name  with  it  in  any  way  is  the  conversation  with  Mr.  Hinea 
the  morning  that  he  came  to  my  office  and  told  me  what  I  have 
already  gtated  he  did  tell. 

Mr,  Marble.  This  question  I  have  asked  you  regarding  communi- 
cations to  you  by  business  men  concerning  the  use  of  money  im- 
properly in  the  Illinois  Xiegislature,  you  would  ani^wer  in  the  same 
way  if  I  were  to  ask  you  regarding  communications  from  other 
bankers  1 

Mr.  Retnouw.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  no  person  at  all  has  ever  made  any  snch  com- 
munication to  you  3 

Mr.  Reynolds.  No  person  whatever. 

Mr.  Marble.  Or  has  made  complaint  to  you  regarding  legislation 
in  that  regard? 

Mr.  Reynouds.  No,  sir.  I  am  not  at  all  in  touch  with  legislative 
matters  in  Illinois. 

Mr.  Marble,  And  no  one  has  ever  claimed  to  you  to  have  knowl- 
edge of  the  use  of  any  money  for  any  purpose  in  the  Legislature  of 
the  State  of  Illinois? 

Mr.  Reynouw.  Well,  I  think  I  have  heard  Mr.  Kohlsaat  say  that 
he  has  knowledge,  which  he  has  already  given  to  this  committee,  as 
I  understand. 
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Mr.  Mabble.  When  did  you  hear  that  thing  from  Mr,  Kohlsaai '. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  It  was  some  time  after — welJ,  it  was  after  he  hail 
given  his  evidence  at  Springfield  before  the  Helm  committee.  I  (h 
not  remember  the  date. 

Mr.  Makbi^  Did  he  seem  to  have  any  more  knowledge  than  he 
had  disclosed  to  the  committee! 

Mr.  Eetnolds.  No.  He  did  not  disclose  any  information  then, 
except  that  he  said  he  had  been  informed  that  m(Hiey  had  been  and. 
and  he  was  very  seci-etive  about  it,  and  gave  nobody's  name. 

Mr.  Marble.  Xow,  there  is  no  way  in  which  you  can  assist  u?  lu 
knowledge  regarding  the  existence  of  a  jack  pot  or  a  corruption 
fund  in  the  Illinois  Legislature  at  any  session  ? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  There  is  not.     If  I  could,  I  would  gladly  do  it. 

Mr.  Marble.  I  do  not  doubt  that. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Tliere  is  none  at  all. 

Mr.  Marble.  F  think  that  is  all. 

Senator  Jones.  Mr.  Reynolds,  do  you  know  how  long  Mr.  Hine 
was  at  your  bank  the  morning  that  he  had  this  conversation? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Well,  I  should  say  in  his  talk  with  me  and  in  the 
telephone,  both,  around  an  hour.  I  made  no  memorandum  of  it  and 
paid  no  attention  to  the  time  at  that  time.  Naturally,  I  have  thought 
of  these  matters  since  this  matter  has  come  up,  and  as  near  as  I  can 
recall  it  in  my  own  mind,  I  should  say  an  hour.  It  may  be  a  little 
more  or  a  little  less. 

Senator  Jones.  You  think  he  left  the  bank  a  little  after  10  o'clock! 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Probably  a  little  after  10  o'clock.  I  think  he  got 
there  a  little  after  9  o'clock. 

Senator  Jones.  You  know  that  he  spent  some  little  time  there  aftet 
he  did  this  telephoningt 

Mr.  Reynolds.  I  do  not  know.  If  he  stayed  longer  than  that 
transacting  any  other  business,  I  do  not  know  it. 

Senator  Jones.  Now,  I  would  like  to  know  from  you  just  why  it  is 
that  you  think  Mr.  Hines  thought  that  he  was  largely  instnunental 
in  the  election  of  Senator  Lorimer. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Why,  upon  his  theory  that  in  the  carrying-  of  thii 
message  he  had  influenced  Oov.  Deneen  to  be  helpful  to  him,  as  I 
understood  the  situation. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  he  express  himself  that  way  to  you? 

Mr.  Reynou>s.  He  did  at  one  time  afterwards,  as  I  have  alreadr 
testified. 

Senator  Jones.  I  did  not  hear  that,  or  else  I  have  forgotten  it. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  I  think  in  cross-examination  I  answered  that  ques- 
tion. 

Senator  Jones.  Can  you  t«n  now  just  what  he  said ! 

Mr.  Reynolds,  No  ;  I  can  not,  except  the  substance  of  it.  that  he 
thought  he  had  been  very  influential  in  the  election  because  of  the 
delivery  of  that  message. 

Senator  Jones.  That  is  the  reason  you  assumed  that? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  So  far  as  he  expressed  it  to  me ;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Jones.  How  did  Mr.  McCormick  know  about  this  message 
when  he  came  to  talk  to  you,  or  do  you  know? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Well,  Ido  not  know,  except  that  a  representative  of 
his  paper  talked  to  me  on  the  day  of  the  Lorimer  eleofson,  and  I  told 
him  of  the  occurrence  at  that  time 
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Senator  Jones.  You  told  him  about  it? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  I  assume  that  is  how  he  knew  it. 

Senator  Jones.  You  told  him  about  Mr.  Hines  telephoning! 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Yes,  sir. 

Jlr.  Marble.  Do  you  know  Gov.  Deneen? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  I  do. 

Mr.  Marble.  Intimately! 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Not  intimately.  I  know  him  better  than  I  know 
Mr.  Lorimer,  however. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  many  times  had  you  met  Gov.  Deneen  before 
the  time  of  his  telephoning? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Oh,  perhaps  a  dozen  times,  informally,  or  at  dif- 
ferent functions.  I  may  have  been  on  a  program  to  make  an  ad- 
dress, or  something  of  that  sort  perhaps  at  times  when  he  would. 
Our  intercourse  had  not  been  close,  ana  I  do  not  regard  myself  as 
an  intimate  friend  of  the  governor's. 

Mr.  Marble.  Have  you  ever  ridden  on  trains  with  him? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Ko,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Or  visited  at  his  home! 

ilr.  Reynoum.  No,  sir. 

Mr,  Marble.  Or  had  a  personal  conversation  with  him  for  any 
considerable  length  of  time! 

Mr.  Reynolds.  No,  sir;  not  more  than  such  a  conversation  as  I 
would  be  able  to  have  in  a  few  minutes,  standing  witb  him,  at  an 
evening  or  a  function  or  a  dinner  of  scmie  kind  at  which  we  were 
both  present. 

Mr.  ]V[abble.  Did  you  ever  talk  with  him  on  the  telephone! 

Mr.  Keynoldb.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Either  before  or  since  this  conversation  with  Mr. 
Hines! 

Mr.  Reynolds,  No,  I  do  not  think  I  ever  talked,  with  him  on  the 
telephone  about  anything.  I  do  not  recall  it- 
Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  think  that  you  could  identify  Mr.  Hines  to 
Gov.  Deneen  that  morning! 

Mr.  Retnoum.  Mr.  Hines  stated  to  me  that  in  the  event  that  he 
was  unable  to  make  Gov.  Deneen  understand  who  he  was,  he  might 
bother  me  to  the  extent  of  having  me  step  to  the  telephone  to  idoitify 
him.     That  was  the  statement  made,  but  I  was  not  wanted. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  reply  to  that! 

Mr.  Reynolds.  I  do  not  thmk  I  did. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  tou  say  that  you  would  identify  him! 

Mr.  Reynoujs.  Whether  I  said  I  would  or  not,  I  think  Mr.  Hines 
was  justified  in  believing  I  wonld. 

Mr.  Marble.  Could  you  have  done  it!  Were  you  well  enough  ac- 
quainted with  the  governor  to  have  idaiti&ed  a  strange  voice  to  him! 

Mr.  I^YUOUW.  I  do  not  know.  He  may  not  have  known  my  voice 
any  more  than  Mr.  Hines's. 

Mr.  MarbiiE.  Had  you  told  Mr.  Hines  that  the  governor  knew 
y onr  voice ! 

Mr.  Bbtvolos.  No. 

Mr.  Marble.  Or  had  you  told  Mr.  Hines  of  the  extent  of  your 
acquaintanceship  with  the  governor! 

Mr.  Rbtnouw.  No. 
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Mr.  Mabble.  So  far  as  he  knew  you  were  not  acquainted  with  him 
stall. 

Mr.  Retnolds.  I  think  he  assumed  I  was  brtter  acquainted  trith 
him  than  I  was  in  reality. 

Mr.  Mabble.  I  think  that  is  all. 

Mr.  Manect.  Mr.  Iteynolds,  you  are  a  member  of  the  Monetair 
Commission,  of  which  Senator  Aldrich  was  and  is  a  member  and  is 
chairman  t 

Sir.  RzTNOLDs.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hahecy.  Were  yon  on  any  oommission  that  he  was  a  mem- 
ber of! 

Mr.  Reynolds.  No;  not  that  I  remember  of. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  What^id  you  have  to  do  with  that  commission  that 
was  sent  to  Paris  or  to  £urope,  if  anything! 

Mr.  Rbtvoids.  I  was  invited  by  Senator  Aldricli  to  act  with  the 
executive  committee  of  the  Monetary  Commission  abroad,  to  help 
them  in  their  study  of  monetary  conditions,  and  banking  systems 
abroad.  I  happened,  however,  to  be  in  Europe  at  the  time.  He 
wanted  me  to  come,  and  they  sent  a  cable  to  me  over  there,  and  I 
met  them,  came  up  from  Venice  and  met  them  in  London,  and  pot 
in  two  months  in  tnat  work  afterwards  with  him. 

Senator  Kenton.  Who  were  they? 

Mr.  RsTNouts.  There  were  nine  members  of  the  Monetary  Com- 
mission.    Their  records  will  show  who  thev  are. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Traveline  in  Europe? 

Mr.  Retnoldb.  They  called  themselves  the  executive  committee 
of  the  National  Monetary  Commission.  ■ 

Senator  Kbnyon.  Who  were  they? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  can  name  all  of  them,  but 
I  can  name  many  of  them.  There  was  Senator  Aldrich  and  Senatnr 
Hale,  and  Senatgr  Daniel,  of  Virfi^nia,  Congressman  Bnrbm,  who  is 
now  Senator  Burton.  Mr.  Padgett,  and  Mr.  Overton,  I  think  it  i^ 
from  Indianapolis.    He  has  since  died. 

Senator  Joneb.  Mr.  Overstreet ! 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Yes;  and  Mr.  Vreeland.  I  can  not  remember  all  of 
the  committee.    There  were  9  or  10  of  them  there. 

Senator  Kenton.  Were  your  expenses  paid  when  yoii  traveleil 
with  the  committee? 

Mr.  Retnouis.  The  committee  did  no  traveling'  there.  We  were 
in  London  in  session  there,  and  the  committee  after  that  meeting 
broke  up,  and  a  part  of  it  came  home,  and  some  of  them  went  to 
Paris.  I  think  a  subcommittee  went  to  Paris,  and  afterwards  I 
went  back  to  Berlin,  where  Senator  Aldrich  afterwards  met  me 
and  Mr.  Davidson,  of  New  Yorit,  who  was  also  invited  to  conio 
in  the  same  capacity  that  I  was.  Our  expenses  while  we  were  there 
were  paid  by  the  National  Monetary  Commission,  The  expenses  were 
paid  while  we  were  in  that  work. 

Senator  Kbnyon.  Were  you  a  membeir  of  the  commiasion? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  No,  sir;  no  man  outside  of  Congress  was  a  member. 

Senator  Kbnyon.  What  did  the  commission  do  in  Parisf  What 
did  they  do  on  the  money  question  in  Paris! 

Mr.  Reynolds.  The  committee  as  «  whole  did  not  go  to  IWis.  but 
theiv  was  a  subcommittee  of  three  or  four  of  them,  I  think.  I  do 
not  remember  who.    Their  records  would  beet  show  that.    I  went 
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from  London  directly  to'  Berlin,  and  put  in  some  three  weeks'  time 
after  that  in  Berlin. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  met  Mr.  Jtldrich  there? 
Mr.  Reynoij>8.  ftjr.  Aldrich  and  Prof.  Andrew  and  Ifr.  Davidson, 
and  I  left  them  there  doin?  the  work  and  they  came  back  by  way  of 
Paris  and:  did  some  work  there. 

Mr.  Marble.  I  believe  vou  were  asked,  but  I  want  to  be  snre,  if 
Senator  Aldrich  coram unicarted'  with  you  regarding  the  election  of 
S^iator  Lorimer? 

Mr.  Kbtnolds.  He  did  not;  no-,  sir;  never  has, 

Mt.  Hanecy.  Mp.  Reynolds,  the  newspapers  talked  a  good  deal 
about  you  na  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  at  one  time,  didn't  they? 

Mr,  Rbtitou>6,  ThaB  is  a  matter  I  prefer  not  to  disewsEf.  It  could 
not  have  any  bearing  on  this. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  am  not  going  to  go  into  it.  but  simply  want  to 
make  that  as  a  starting  point  as  to  the  condition  or  the  action  of 
your  board  of  directors  in  making  it  an  inducement  for  you  to 
remain  where  you  were  at  the  head  of  that  institution.  "IThat  is 
what  I  want  to  elicit. 

Mr.  Retwolds.  Well,  that  is  all  a  personal  matter  and  purely 
irrelevant  to  this,  and  I  should  like  not  to  discuss  those  matters. 

Mr.  Hanect.  On  what  date  did  you  tell  a  representative  of  the 
Tribune  about  this  dispatch  or  message  that  Mr.  Hines  said  he 
brought  from  the  administration  in  Wadiington  on  the  26th  of  May, 
1909  ?  What  date  was  it  that  you  told  the  representative  of  the  Tri- 
bune about  it? 

Mr.  Rbtnolds,  It  was  on  the  date  on  which  it  was  delivered  there, 

Mr.  Hanect.  The  same  date? 

Mr,  Reynolds.  Yes, 

Mr.  Hanecy,  It  was  some  time  after  that  that  Medill  McCormick, 
the  managing  editor  and  publisher  of  that  paper  talked  with  you 
about  it? 

Mr.  Retnouw.  Some  months  after  that. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  There  was  some  wild  talk  in  the  newspapers  con- 
necting different  men  with  transactions  of  that  kind,  men  who  never 
had  anything  to  do  with  it,  was  there  not?  ' 

Mr.  Reynouw,  I  assume  they  had  not  anything  to  do  with  it, 
of  course. 

Mr.  Hanect,  Well,  they  were  men  of  such  standing  that  even  the 
newspapers  stated  they  did  not  have  anything  to  do  with  it,  didnt 
they? 

Mr,  Retnouw.  Yes;  I  think  the  bu^ness  men  of  our  city  generally 
believed  that 

Mr,  Hasect.  Well,  the  newspapers,  and  the  publishers  of  some  of 
the  newspapers  said  they  believed  it  also? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Yes ;  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  You  saw  publications  in  the  Tribune  or  the  Record- 
Herald,  didn't  you,  one  or  both  of  them,  eriticizinff  the  use  of  the 
names  of  prominent  business  men  in  connection  with  the  improper 
election  of  Senator  Lorimer? 

Mr.  Rbykoldb.  Yes ;  I  saw  an  editorial  in  the  Record- Herald  to 
that  effect, 

Mr,  Hanect.  When  was  that? 
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Mr.  Retkolds.  It  was  some  time  during  the  convening  of  the  Helic 
committee  in  Springfield.    I  do  not  remember  the  date. 

Mr.  Hauect.  And  that  was  because  of  the  indiscriminate  use  ^! 
the  names  of  prominent  business  men  in  Chicago? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Welt,  at  that  time  discussions  of  this  matter  wm 
running  so  high  that  the  mention  of  a  man's  name  was  often  taker. 
by  the  mass  of  the  people  to  mean  that  he  might  have  had  some  cod* 
nection  with  the  matter  itself,  whereas  the  subpcenaing  of  a  mm 
mi^ht  have  meant  only  an  effort  to  get  at  information ;  and  the  edi- 
torial I  refer  to  cautioned  moderation  on  the  part  of  the  public.  Ihi: 
they  might  discriminate  properly  between  the  use  of  a  man's  nsnic 
in  connestion  with  it  and  only  as  a  witness. 

Mr.  Hanect.  iSobody  else  ever  asked  you  about  information  of  s 
fund  to  elect  Mr.  Lorimer  the  next  Senator,  except  Mr.  McComiiek: 

Mr.  Retnoijjs.   No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  you  never  knew  or  heard  of  any  such  firod. 
except  what  you  saw  in  the  newspapers? 

Mr.  Retxolos.  I  certainly  did  not. 

Mr.  HANErv.  And  vou  never  heard  of  the  use  of  money  in  iIjf 
election  of  "William  Lorimer  to  tlie  United  States  Senate,  in  any 
way,  at  any  time  or  place,  escept  as  Medill  McCormick  told  yoa. 
and  what  you  saw  in  the  newspapers  ? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  And  -nhat  may  have  been  common  street  go^-ii' 
after  this  matter  had  been  in  the  newspapers. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  ITow  did  you  happen  to  come  here  now,  Mr.  Eev. 
nolds? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Mr.  Hines  having  testified,  both  at  Springfield  ai'l 
in  Washington,  using  my  name  in  connection  with  his  testimoDT.l 
felt  that  it  was  probably  only  proper  that  I  should  at  least  oflrr 
myself  as  a  witness,  with  a  view  of  clearing  up  any  mystery,  if  thf> 
is  anv,  with  reference  to  the  use  of  my  name  in  this  connection:  aii'i 
last  Tuesday,  a  week  ago  yesterday,  Mr.  Hines  was  in  Chicagu  iii 
connection  with  a  board  of  directors'  meeting,  and  I  said  to  liini 
"I  understand  Gov.  Beneen  has  been  subpcenaed  or  will  be  sul:- 
poenaed  to  testify ;  and  assuming,  in  view  of  what  you  testified,  i" 
the  effect  that  I  could  identify  you  by  stepping  to  the  telephone,  thai 
he  will  testifv-  to  the  same  thing,  if  he  does  use  my  name  I  want  i' 
know  it,  in  order  that  T  may  present  myself  as  a  witness,  and  I  warn 
to  come  to  Washington."  As  a  result  of  that,  Mr.  Hines  nia^t  befo^ 
last  sent  me  a  night  message,  saying  that  my  name  had  Seen  useii. 
and  if  I  still  felt  the  same  way,  he  suggested  that  I  had  better  com 
on,  which  I  have. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  you  came  on  to  submit  to  examinaticm  here  bj 
this  honorable  committee,  or  anybody  else,  as  to  anything  that  yon 
knew  in  relation  to  it! 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy-.  I  think  that  is  all. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Who  are  the  directors  of  your  bank? 

Mr,  REY>-oij)fl.  There  are  45.     I  could  not  name  them  all  offhand. 

Senator  Keny-on,  Is  Mr.  Hines  a  director! 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Mr.  Hines  is  a  director;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Is  Mr.  Tilden  a  director! 

Mr.  Reynolds.  No. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Mr.  Armour! 
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Mr.  RETNOutfi.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenton,  Mr,  McCormick  ? 

Mr.  Retnoidb.  Kg,  sir. 

Senator  Kbnton.  Does  Mr.  Hines  carry  his  personal  account  at 
your  bank,  or  any  personal  account! 

Mr.  Retnolos.  I  do  not  think  he  does.  I  will  recall  that  by  say- 
ing that  he  probably  carries  it  at  our  trust  company.  We  have  two 
banks.  We  operate  them  as  distinct  institutions,  the  natitnal  bank 
separate  from  the  trust  company ;  but  I  Uiink  Mr.  Hines's  jpersonal 
account  is  with  the  trust  company.  I  am  not  poBitive,  however, 
about  that. 

Senator  Kentok.  You  saw  him  frequently  after  Senator  Lorimer's 
election,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Ketnoldb.  Not  very  frequency ;  no,  sir. 

Senator  Kbnton.  Was  he  present  at  meetings  of  the  board  of  di- 
rectors? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  Not  often.  In  fact,  I  think  he  has  been  absent 
quite  a  good  deal  during  the  last  year  or  two. 

Senator  Kenton,  Has  there  ever  been  any  talk,  in  any  of  your 
boards  of  directors  meetings  wh»e  he  was  present,  about  the  election 
of  Senator  Lorimw? 

Mr.  Reynolds.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  Have  you  any  directors  of  your  bonk  outside  of 
Chicago  or  do  they  all  live  in  Chicago? 

Mr.  Rbtnouis.  We  have  three  or  four  directors  outside  of  Chicago. 

Senator  ICbnton.  Who  are  they? 

Mr.  Rbtnolds.  They  are  Judge  Gaiy,  of  New  York;  Mr.  Talbert 
and  Mr.  McRoberts,  of  New  York,  and  Mr.. John  S.  Harris,  of  New. 
York.  Mr.  Harris,  prior  to  our  consolidation  with  the  Commercial 
National  Bank,  was  a  director  in  our  bank  and  Mr.  McRoberts  was  a 
director  of  our  bank.  Mr.  Talbert  was  a  director  of  the  Conunercial 
Nnlional,  and  after  the  consolidation  we  thought  it  best,  to  conserve 
the  good  will  of  the  institution,  to  continue  for  a  year  or  two,  st  least, 
111!  the  old  directors,  even  though  in  so  doing  it  gave  us  Ihe  large 
number  of  45.  It  is  our  purpose  a  little  later  to  eliminate  some  of 
that  number. 

Senator  Kenton.  We  do  not  care  about  that 

Mr.  Rbtnouw.  I  have  no  objection,  however,  to  stating  it. 

The  Chaikman.  That  is  all. 

Mr.  Reynolds.  I  thank  you,  gentlemen,  for  the  courtesy  of  letting 
me  testify. 

TE8TIH0NT  07  SAXUEL  J.  CUSSOK. 

Samuel  J.  Cusson,  being  duly  sworn,  was  examined  and  testified 
as  follows: 

Mr.  Htnes.  What  is  your  full  name.  Mr.  Cusson  ? 

Mr.  CussoN.  Samuel  J.  Cusson. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Where  do  you  live  ? 

Mr.  OrssoN.  At  Virginia,  Minn. 

Mr.  Htnes.  What  is  your  business? 

Mr.  CrssoN.  Lumberman. 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  are  connected  with  what  company  ? 
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Mr.  Cdsson.  The  Virginia  &  Rainy  Lake  Co. 

Mr.  Htnbs.  Any  other  ¥ 

Mr.  CuflSON.  Noj  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Are  you  interested  in  the  Edward  Hines  Lumber  Co. 
atall? 

Mr.  CoBSON.  Only  as  a  stockholder. 

Mr.  Hykes.  What  is  your  position  in  the  Virginia  A  Sainj 
Lake  Co.? 

Mr.  CnssoN.  General  manager. 

Mr.  Hyn£8.  How  long  have  you  occupied  that  position  t 

Mr.  CuasoN.  About  two  and  a  half  years. 

Mr.  Htn£8.  Were  you  connected  with  it  before  that  t 

Mr.  CossoN.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  How  large  a  concern  is  that ) 

Mr.  CcsflON.  One  of  uie  largest 

Mr.  Htnes.  One  of  the  largest  in  the  country? 

Mr.  Cdsbon.  Yes,  air. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Is  there  anything  as  large  as  that  in  the  nortbwes: 
BQV  other  company? 

Mr.  CusaoN.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Were  you  present  on  a  train  going  from  Duluth  u 
Virginia,  Minn.,  on  the  evening  of  March  7  last! 

Mr.  Cdsson.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Were  you  in  the  smoking  compartment  of  the  sleep- 
ing car? 

Mr.  Cdsson.  I  was. 

Mr.  Htnes.  I  believe  that  train  was  known  as  the  Winnipff 
f'lyer.    Was  that  the  train  and  the  car? 

Mr.  Cdsson.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes,  During  what  period  of  the  evening  were  you  in  tht 
smoking  compartment? 

Mr.  CnssoN.  About  20  minutes  after  we  left  Duluth  I  entered  tht 
smoking  compartment. 

Mr.  HvNES,  How  long  did  you  remain  iii  it? 

Mr.  CussoN.  Until  the  porter  announced  Virginia. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Until  your  arrival  at  Virginia? 

Mr.  CussoN.  Yes.  , 

Mr.  Hynes,  ^Vho  else  were  in  that  car,  if  you  remember — I  meat 
in  that  smoking  compartment? 

Mr.  CussoN.  When  I  entered  the  comMrtment  Mr.  Burgess.  Mr 
Johnson,  Mr.  F.  E.  Weyerhaeuser,  Mr.  Wiehe,  and  one  or  two  or 
three  strangera 

Mr.  Htnes.  Where  did  you  sit  in  the  car  after  you  entered  it— iii 
the  smoker? 

Mr.  Cdsson.  On  the  leather  couch  between  Mr.  Wiehe  and  Mr. 
Weyerhaeuser. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Where  did  Mr.  Wiehe  sit — on  your  ri^t  or  on  vour 
left? 

Mr.  Cdsson.  On  my  left. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Do  you  remember  who  was  on  his  left? 

Mr.  Cdsson.  Some  stranger. 

Mr,  Hynes.  Have  you  seen  him  since? 

Mr.  CnsaoN.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  What  is  his  name?     Have  you  learned  his  name! 
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Mr.  CuflSON.  I  would  not  be  certain.  I  think  his  name  is  Mc- 
Gowan. 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  have  seen  him  here  in  connection  with  this 
hearine? 

Mr,  CtraeoN.  Yes.    He  is  in  the  other  room  now. 

Mr.  Hth£S.  Have  you  seen  the  other  stranger  that  was  there  t 

Mr.  Cdsson.  One  of  tiiem. 

Mr.  Hynxs.  Have  you  seen  Mr.  Price  here? 

Mr.  CussoN.  Yes. 

Mr.  Htnss.  Was  he  in  the  room  ? 

Mr.  CnssoN.  I  met  him  for  the  first  time  a  few  momenta  ago. 

Mr.  HrNBS.  Was  he  in  the  room  that  night? 

Mr.  CosaoN.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  HrNBB.  Where  was  Mr.  Burgess  sitting? 

Mr.  CuasoN.  In  one  of  the  diairs. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Do  you  remember  which  one  ? 

Mr.  CnssoN.  "nie  one  directly  to  the  ri^t. 

Mr.  Htnes.  To  your  right? 

Mr.  CnsBON.  Of  the  leather  conch. 

Mr,  Hyneb.  To  your  right  as  you  sat  there? 

Mr.  CusaoN.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Where,  if  you  remember,  did  Mr.  Johnson  sit? 

Mr.  OuBBON.  In  the  opposite  chair. 

Mr,  HrNBfl,  How  Iwig  did  Mr.  Wiehe  remain  in  that  smoking  com- 
partment, or  about  how  long ) 

Mr.  Cdsson.  After  I  entered,  possibly  15  minutes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  then  what  happened  with  respect  to  hira? 

Mr.  CussoN.  Mr.  Hines  came  to  the  door  and  (^led  him  out. 

Mr.  Htnes,  Did  he  go  ? 

Mr,  CussoN.  Yes, 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  he  return  to  that  compartment  that  night,  while 
you  were  in  it? 

Mr.  CnssoK.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynbs.  You  remained  in  it  continuously  until  Virginia  was 
announced  by  the  porter  ? 

Mr,  CussoN.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  And  until  you  and  the  others  arose  to  leave  the  com- 
partment, or  the  train  ? 

Mr,  CtissoN.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Is  that  the  fact? 

Mr.  Cdsson.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Do  you  remember  any  topics  of  conversation  or  of 
discussion  while  you  were  in  that  smoking  compartment?  ■ 

Mr.  GoBSON.  Several. 

Mr.  Hynes.  State  them  as  you  recall  them,  whatever  they  were. 

Mr.  CussoN.  The  question  of  reciprocity  was  talked,  and  the  tariff. 
I  do  not  just  recall  what  the  talk  was. 

ilr.  Hynbs,  Was  there  anything  about  electric  fixtures? 

Mr.  CuasoN.  Yes. 

Mr.  Htnes,  Was  that  a  subject  that  related  to  you  in  any  way,  or 
that  you  were  interested  in? 

Mr.  Cdsson.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  With  Mr.  Burgess? 

Mr.  CussoH.  Yes.  ,^  , 
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Mr.  Hti«es.  Had  he  been  doing  any  work  with  you? 

Mr.  CussoN.  Just  a  small  amount. 

Mr.  Htnes.  How  long  have  you  known  Mr.  Burgess  ! 

Mr.  Cd880n,  About  15  years. 

Mr.  Htne8.  Do  you  remember  any  topic  that  was  discussed,  or  the 
subject  of  conversation? 

Mr.  C088ON.  I  talked  over  general  business  affairs  with  Mr.  Weyer- 
haeuser, but  I  do  not  think  I  entered  into  a  discussion  with  the  other 
parties  at  all,  except  for  a  moment  with  Mr.  Burgess,  and  in  refer- 
ence to  electrical  fixtures. 

Mr.  Hyues.  Do  jou  remember  whethw  anything  was  said  about 
juries  in  St.  Paul  ? 

Mr.  OussoN.  Yes;  that  was  discussed  between  Mr.  WeyerhaeiL-^r 
and  myself. 

Mr.  Hynes.  What  was  the  course  of  the  talk  on  that  subject? 

Mr.  CnaeoN.  As  I  recall,  Mr.  We;ferhaeuser  had  just  recently  be«£ 
on  a  petit  jury  in  St.  Paul.  Just  prior  to  that  I  had  been  on  a  gnui'] 
jury  at  Dulutn,  and  we  discussed  the  matter  for  a  few  nKMuente. 

Mr.  Htnes.  During  your  presence  there  and  the  presence  of  Mj. 
Wiehe  in  that  smoking  compartment,  .was  there  anything  said  about 
tie  election  of  Senator  Lonmer,  of  Illinois? 

Mr.  Cdsson.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  Did  Mr.  Wiehe  say  there,  in  a  conversation  with  Mr, 
Burgess,  of  with  anyone  else  participating  in  it,  that  Senator  Lori- 
mer  nad  not  spent  a  dollar  of  his  own  money  in  his  election,  but  tjiai 
a  jack  pot  was  raised  for  his  election,  and  that  he  knew  what  he  sra- 
talking  about,  because  he  had  subscribed  $10,000  to  that  fund  himself: 

Mr.  CussoN.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hyneb.  Was  there  anything  of  that  character  said? 

Mr.  CuaeoN.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  AnTthing  on  that  subject  in  regard  to  money  or  jatt 
pot,  or  any  fund  tliat  assisted  in  the  election  of  Senator  Lorimer? 

Mr.  Ct;sson.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Were  you  sitting  so  that  you  could  have  heard  «rj 
cpnversfttion  of  that  kind  between  Mr.  Wiehe  and  Mr.  Burgess! 

Mr.  CtJSSON.  I  sat  right  next  to  Mr.  Wiehe,  and  not  to  exceed  i  >■! 
3  feet  from  Mr.  Burgess. 

Mr.  Hynes.  So  Mr.  Burgess  was  a  little  to  your  right  and  Mr. 
Wiehe  a  little  to  your  left,  as  you  sat?  , 

Mr.  CussoN.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hynes.  So  that  any  conversation  passing  between  Mr.  Bur- 
gess and  Mr.  Wiehe  would  have  to  pass  you  ? 

Mr.  CirssoN.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Mr.  Ciisson.  was  there  anything  while  you  were  there, 
and  while  Mr.  Wiehe  was  there,  or  at  any  time  during  your  prewnw 
in  that  smoking  compartment,  said  about  a  Chicago  newspaper  hiv- 
ing engaged  a  detective  agency,  and  where  a  detective  of  tnat  agen'J 
had  been  engaged  in  getting  trumped-up  evidence  against  SMwtor 
Lorimer,  the  detective  having  gone  to  confession  to  a  Father  Giwn. 
or  any  other  priest,  and  the  priest  refusing  to  give  him  alBolulioii 
until  he  had  made  reparation  by  doing  justice  toward  the  partlft' 
that  he  had  been  trumping  np  evidence  against?  Do  you  remeini^r 
anything  of  that  kind  ? 
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Mr.  CnssoN.  Nothing  of  that  kind  was  diacnssed  at  all.  The  first 
time  I  heard  of  it  was  when  I  saw  it  in  the  papers  yesterday. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Could  any  of  those  things  have  been  said  there  while 
you  were  in  that  smoking  room  without  having  arrested  your  atten- 
tion and  without  your  having  heard  themi 

Mr.  CuBSON.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  HrNES.  Especially  between  Mr.  Wiehe  and  Mr.  Burgess  from 
where  you  sat  ? 

Mr.  CuBSON.  No,  air. 

Mr.  Hymes.  Do  you  believe,  Mr.  Cusson,  that  such  a  conversation 
as  that  would  have  immediately  attracted  your  attention  and  made  an 
impression  upon  your  mind? 

Mr.  Cusson.  It  certainly  would. 

Mr.  HrNze.  Was  thete  anything  said  there  bv  Mr.  Wiehe  to  the 
effect  that  no  matter  of  merit  could  pass  througn  the  L^slature  of 
Illinois  without  the  payment  of  money! 

Mr.  CrsflON.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  part  of  the  car  did  you  occupy  before  you  went 
into  the  smoking  compartment  t 

Mr.  CoseON.  The  first  seat  next  to  the  smoking  compartment. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  talk  with  anybody  while  you  occupied  that 
seat! 

Mr.  CvBBon.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  talk  with  anv  of  the  members  of  your  party 
after  you  boarded  the  train  and  before  you  went  into  the  smoking 
compartment ! 

ifr.  Cfsson.  No  one  except  Mr.  Hines.  I  arranged  some  papers 
for  him.  He  sat  right  opposite  me,  and  he  asked  me  for  some  papers 
that  I  had  in  my  grip,  and  I  got  them  out  and  arranged  them. 

Mr.  Healt.  Is  that  the  only  conversation  you  had  with  anybody 
in  that  car  before  you  entered  the  smoking  compartment! 

Mr.  CuseoN.  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  anybody  sit  with  you  in  the  seat  before  you  went 
in  the  smoking  compartment? 

Mr.  CnesoN.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  How  long  before  the  train  started  was  it  that  you 
boarded  it! 

Mr.  CussoN.  Possibly  a  minute  or  two. 

Mr.  Healy.  How  long  did  you  occupy  that  seat  outside  of  the 
smoking  compartment  before  you  went  into  that  part  of  the  car! 

Mr.  Cdsson,  Possibly  15  or  20  minutes. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  is  your  recollection! 

Jlr.  CcssoN.  Fifteen  or  twenty  minutes. 

Mr.  Healy.  Is  that  your  best  recollection! 

Mr.  Cl'sson.  It  might  have  been  30. 

Mr.  Healy.  Might  it  have  been  an  hour! 

Mr.  CuBBON.  No. 

Mr.  Healy.  Might  it  have  been  more  than  30  minutes! 

Mr.  CussoN.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  remember  on  what  part  of  the  road  you  were 
or  what  towns  you  bad  passed  before  you  entered  the  smoking  com- 
partment! 

Mr.  CnssoN.  No ;  I  do  not. 
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Mr.  Healy,  Did  anybody  accompany  you  to  the  smoking  com- 
partment that  night  t 

Mr.  CcssoK.  I  went  to  the  smoking  compartment  twice  before  I 
was  able  to  get  a  seat  there.  I  am  quite  certain  I  was  in  there  whec 
wc  passed  l*i'octor. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  when  you  went  to  the  smoking  compartment  on 
lLosc  .'::inie  two  occasions  all  t)ie  seats  were  occupied.    Is  that  right! 

Mr.  CcsaoN.  And  men  standing. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  vou  remember  who  was  in  the  smoking  compart- 
ment when  you  looKed  in  on  those  first  two  occasions) 

Mr.  CussoH.  Those  whom  I  have  mentioned. 

Mr.  Hkalt.  Will  you  mention  now  whom  you  saw  in  there  the  first 
time  you  looked  in  f 

Mr.  CussoN.  I  recall  seeing  Mr.  Johnson  and  Mr.  Wlehe. 

Mr.  Hkalt.  Yes ;  and  who  else  i 

Mr.  CnasoN.  I  saw  the  strangers  there. 

Mr.  Hbalt,  Did  you  see  Mr.  Burgess  J 

Mr.  CnasoN.  I  did  not  He  sat  rieht  up  against  the  wall.  I  biid- 
ply  pulled  the  curtain  by  and  looked  in. 

Mr.  Hkalt.  Then,  the  only  two  persons  that  you  recall  on  the  first 
occasion  are  Mr.  Wiehe  and  Mr,  Johnson  i 

Mr.  CcasoN.  And  the  strangers. 

Mr,  Healy.  Do  you  know  how  many  strangers  were  there  ? 

Mr.  CussoN.  There  were  either  two  or  three  standing  up  against  I 
the  wadi  basin. 

Mr.  Healt,  The  second  time  you  visited  the  ro(xn  for  4^e  pur-  | 
pose  of  getting  a  seat,  whom  did  you  see  there? 

Senator  Kenyon.  Let  me  ask  you.  You  said  there  were  two  or  | 
three  strangers  standing  up  against  the  wa^basinl 

Mr,  CiiSBON.  Yes,  sir.     The  room  was  full.  I 

Senator  Kenyon.  Did  the  washbasin  run  alonaide  the  car  f 

Mr.  CussoN.  All  the  way  across,  I 

Senator  Kenyon.  How  many  people  were  in  the  room) 

Mr.  CcssoN.  At  least  eight. 

Mr.  Healy,  Did  you  recognize  Mr.  Price  as  one  of  those  strangers  ? 

Mr.  Ci'SSON,  No,  sir, 

Mr.  Healy.  Or  Mr.  McGowan? 

Mr,  Cdsbon.  No,  sir, 

Mr,  Healy.  Were  there  other  strangers  there  besides  Mr,  McGowan 
and  Mr.  Price  when  you  went  into  the  smoking  room  the  first  or 
second  time? 

Mr.  Ctsbon.  I  paid  no  attention  to  them.    I  do  not  know. 

Mr,  Healy.  How  many  people  were  standing  up! 

Mr.  Ci'ssoN,  Two  or  three. 

Mr  Healy.  All  the  seats  were  occupied,  is  that  right? 

Mr.  CnsBON,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  How  many  chairs  were  there  in  that  smoking  com- 
partment? 

Mr.  CussoN.  Two. 

Mr.  Healy.  Two  or  three  ? 

Mr.  CcssoN,  Two. 

Mr.  Healy.  Who  occupied  the  chairs? 

Mr.  Cdsson.  Mr.  JtAnson  and  Mr.  Bui:geas. 
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Mr.  Healt.  And  how  m&ny  people  were  sitting  on  the  leather 
couch  the  first  or  second  time  you  looked  in  f 
Mr.  CoBSON.  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser  and  Mr.  Wiebe  and  two  stransera. 
Mr.  Hbaly.  And  when  did  you  notice  their  presence  in  the  smoking 
compartment — the  first  or  second  time? 

Mr.  CnasoH.  I  do  not  know ;  I  do  not  recall. 

Mr.  Healt.  In  addition  to  those  whom  you  have  named,  there  were 
two  or  three  standing  up  against  the  wash  twsinl 

Mr.  CnfisoH.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  When  you  went  into  the  smoking  compartment  on  the 
occasion  of  your  third  trip  there,  whom  did  you  see? 

Mr.  CnssoN.  The  same  crowd. 

Mr.  HsAiiT.  Will  you  name  them,  please  f 

Mr.  Cdssoh.  Apparently  the  same  crowd. 

Mr.  Hkalt.  The  same  strangers  were  standing  up  against  the  wash 
bowl? 

Mr.  CuseoN.  I  would  not  say. 

Mr.  Hbaly,  You  say  "  the  same  crowd  "1 

Mr.  CuasoN.  Apparently.    I  just  looked  in,  and  it  was  full. 

Mr.  Healt.  I  am  referring  to  tiie  time  when  you  went  in  and 
secured  a  place.  * 

Mr.  CuflfloN.  So  am  I. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  get  a  seat  on  the  occasion  of  your  third  visit 
to  the  smoking  compartment!    ' 

Mr.  CoBSON.  I  did. 

Mr.  Healy.  In  what  part  of  the  compartment  did  you  secure  a 
seat? 

Mr.  CuBSON.  I  sat  down  between  Mr.  Wiehe  and  Mr.  Weyer- 
haeuser. 

Senator  Kbrn.  Who  had  vacated  the  seat  that  you  took  4 

Mr.  CuBSON.  I  do  not  know,  sir. 

Senate  Kekn.  Was  it  one  of  the  strangers  that  vacated  the  seat 
that  you  took  t 

Mr.  Cdsson.  I  think  so. 

Senator  Kern.  You  do  not  know  which  one! 

Mr.  Cdsbon.  No;  I  do  not, 

Mr.  Hbaly.  Who  was  sitting  next  to  Mr.  Wiehe? 

Mr,  CussoN.  Mr,  Weyerhaeuser. 

Mr,  Hbaly.  Did  you  not  say  that  you  sat  down  between  Mr, 
Wiehe  and  Mr,  Weyerhaeuser? 

Mr.  CuseoN.  Eitner  one  of  the  two,  Mr,  Wiehe  or  Mr.  Weyer- 
haeuser, said :  "  I  think  we  can  push  along  and  make  rocnn  for 
CuBson,"     They  did  so,  and  I  sat  down. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  sit  down  between  those  gentlemen  ? 

Mr.  CresoN.  I  did. 

Mr.  Healt,  Who  sat  next  to  Mr.  Wiehe? 

Mr,  CussoN.  Some  stranger. 

Mr.  Healt.  Which  one  of  the  strangers  was  it!     Do  you  recall! 

Mr.  CuBBON.  I  do  not  know,    Mr.  McGowan,  I  should  say. 

Mr.  Hbaly.  It  was  the  stranger  who  sat  next  to  the  window?  Is 
that  right  ? 

Mr.  CuBSON.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Hbaly.  And  have  you  since  recognized  that  stranger  as  Mr. 
McGowan,  who  testified  here!  ,-  , 
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Mr.  CuuoN.  I  did. 

Mr.  Healt.  These  other  ntran^rs  were  staading,  leMun^  agBiiiM 
the  washbowl;  la  that  right  1 

Mr.  CcsfiOK.  They  wera. 

Mr.  Healt.  How  many  wen  I«tniag  against  th«  washbowl  t 

Mr.  CoasoN.  I  could  not  be  oertaifl. 

Mr.  Hx&LT.  About  how  many! 

Mr.  CussoK.  A  couple.  Ther«  may  have  beea  two;  tfaere  might 
have  been  three. 

Mr.  Hkaly.  After  you  obtained  a  seat  in  the  smc^ing  compart, 
ment,  which  one  of  the  party  was  the  first  one  to  leave  J 

Mr.  CoseoN.  Mr,  Wiehe. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  he  leave  before  theaa  two  <s-  thMe  strangers  who 
were  leaning  against  the  washbowl  t 

Mr.  CoBBON.  I  think  he  did. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  one  of  those  strangers  immediately  possess  him- 
self of  Mr.  Wiehe's  seat  ? 

Mr,  Cdbbon.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hbaly.  Which  one ! 

Mr.  CuBSON.  Mr.  Price. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  did  the  other  strangers  do,  if  anything  I 

Mr.  CuBBON.  They  stood  there.  They  may  have  gone  out.  I  did 
not  pay  any  particular  attention  to  them. 

i&.  Healy.  They  were  not  men  you  had  ever  seen  before,  or  men 
whom  you  have  seen  since! 

Mr.  CuBSON.  No,  sir;  except  as  I  saw  them  here  to-day. 

Mr.  Healy.  t  am  talking,  now,  about  the  men  who  stood  leuung 
against  the  washbowl. 

Mr.  CnesoN.  I  know  nothing  about  them. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  have  never  eetsa  those  men  since,  I  say! 

Mr.  CusBON.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  How  long  did  they  remain  in  the  sm(^ing  compart- 
ment! 

Mr.  GnsaoN.  I  could  not  answer  that.  I  do  not  know.  I  did  not 
pay  attention  to  it. 

Mr.  Hbaly.  About  how  long! 

Mr.  CusBON.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Healt.  How  long  after  you  entered  that  compartment  was  it 
t^at  Mr.  Wiehe  left! 

Mr,  Cdsson.  Possibly  20  minutes. 

Mr.  Healy.  Well,  possibly  30,  or  possibly  40,  or  possiUe  10  min- 
utes.   What  is  your  recollection  about  it! 

Mr.  Cdbson.  About  20  minutes, 

Mr.  Hbalt.  About  20  minutes  after  you  entered.    Is  that  rightt 

Mr.  CuBBON.  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Healt.  How  long  would  you  say  that  was  after  the  train  left 
Duluth! 

Mr.  CusaoN.  Forty  to  50  minutes. 

Mr.  Healt.  Prior  to  the  time  when  Mr.  Wiehe  left,  hod  you  had 
this  discussion  about  reciprocity  and  the  tariff! 

Mr.  CuBSON.  Not  all  of  it;  no. 

Mr,  Healy,  Which  of  these  particular  subjects  did  you  discuss  be- 
fore Mr.  Wiehe  left  the  ^mioking  compartment ! 

Mr.  Cussox.  I  could  not  answer  that.    I  do  not  recall. 
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Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  talk  with  Mr.  McGowsn  at  alH 

Mr.  CussoN.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  At  anjr  timet 

Mr.  CuBBON.  No,  air. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  During  the  entire  tript 

Mr.  Ctjsson.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  Did  you  faetr  Mr.  MtiCK)mn  talk  to  anyone  during 
that  trip  ? 

Mr.  CusaoN.  I  did. 

Mr.  Healt.  To  whom  did  he  talkt 

Mr.  CnssoN.  To  Mr.  Johnson. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  What  was  the  subject  matter  of  their  discussion  t 

Mr.  CuBsoN.  Oh,  I  do  not  recall. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  With  whom  did  you  talk  while  you  were  in  there  ? 

Mr.  CussoN.  Mr.  Weya-haeuser,  Mr.  Wiehe,  and  for  a  moment 
with  Mr,  Burgess. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  The  Burgess  discussion  was  orer  some  electrical  con- 
Irivanc*,  was  it  not) 

Mr.  Cdsson.  That  is  all. 

Mr,  Hbalt.  And  the  talk  between  you  and  Mr.  Weyerhaenaer 
and  Mr.  Wiehe  was  a  business  one) 

Mr.  CtJSBoM.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  HaALT.  Was  that  spoken  in  a  tone  (rf  rcwce  which  the  other 
occupants  of  the  compartment  might  have  heard! 

Mr.  CusbdM.  It  might  have  been,  but  t  do  not  think  k  was. 

Mr,  Healt.  It  was  not  your  purpose  to  permit  those  other  gentle- 
men, those  strangers,  to  overhear  what  you  had  to  say  on  that  busi- 
ness matter,  was  it? 

Mr.  Cdsson.  Not  at  all ;  on  the  contrary. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  was  tiw  busine^  matter  that  you  talked  about) 

Mr.  GusdON.  With  whom* 

Mr.  Healt,  With  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser  and  Mr.  Wiehe. 

Mr.  CnssoN.  Oh,  the  market,  and  the  mill  conditions,  etc. 

Mr.  Healy.  Anything  else) 

Mr.  CnssoN.  Not  that  I  recall  now. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  After  Mr.  Wiehe  left,  which  of  the  parties  was  the 
next  one  to  leave  the  ctHnparbnent ! 

Mr.  Cdssok.  I  could  not  say  definitely. 

Mr.  Healt.  Have  you  any  recollection  about  it? 

Mr.  CussoN.  Mr.  Johnson  left  shortly  after  that. 

Mr.  Healt.  About  how  long! 

Mr.  CussoK,  Oh,  possibly  20  minutes  or  half  oji  hour. 

Mr,  Healt,  What  is  your  recollection,  Mr,  Cusson? 

Mr.  Cdsson.  I  have  not  any  definite  recollection.  It  seems  as 
though  he  left  shortly  after  Mr.  Wiehe  did— possibly  90  minutes; 
it  might  have  been  less. 

Mr.  Hkaly.  And  it  might  have  been  more? 

Mr.  Cdsson.  Yee. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser  remain  in  there  after  Mr, 
Johnson  left) 

Mr.  Cdsson.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  How  long  did  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser  remain  after  Mr. 
Johnson  left? 

Mr.  Cdsson.  Oh,  half  or  three-quarters  of  an  hour.  j—  i 
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Mr.  Healy.  And  then  he  went  out! 

Mr.  CtJ880N.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  Who  rem&ined  in  the  compartment  at  that  time! 

Mr.  Cdsson.  Mr.  Price,  Mr.  McGowan,  Mr.  Burgess — I  would  uih 
be  certain  whether  there  was  a  stranger  in  there  or  not  in  additinp. 
to  those  I  have  named — and  myself. 

Mr,  HBALr.  Was  not  that  compartment  pretty  well  occupied  all  of 
that  evening? 

Mr.  CuasoN.  Unusually  so. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  that  condition  continue  all  the  way  up  to  Vir- 
ginia? 

Mr.  CoaeoN.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  When  did  it  begin  to  thin  out) 

Mr.  CuseoN.  After  Mr.  Johnson  and  Mr.  Wiehe  left. 

Mr.  Healt.  There  was  a  good  deal  more  room  after  Mr.  JohnsoT 
left.    Is  that  right  I 

Mr.  CuBSON.  Yes;  considerably. 

Mr.  Healt.  After  Mr.  Weyerhaeusw  left,  did  you  have  a  dir- 
cussion  of  any  sort  witti  Mr.  McGowan  and  Mr.  Price  and  Mr. 
Bura;886f 

Mr.  CuasoN.  I  do  not  recall  any. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  remember  anything  that  you  tallrad  about! 

Mr.  CrraaoN.  I  do  not  think  I  talsed  with  them;  in  fact,  I  kaov 
I  did  not. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Wiehe  again  that  eveningt 

Mr.  CcflsoN.  Yes,  air. 

Mr.  Healt.  On  the  train  t 

Mr.  CussoN.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  Where  did  you  see  him  I 

Mr.  CussoN.  Just  as  we  entered  Vii^nia. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  see  him  in  the  smoking  compartmwit  again! 

Mr.  CuBSON.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  Thftt  eveningt 

Mr.  CussoN.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairhan.  Where  did  you  see  him? 

Mr.  CnasoN.  I  saw  him  in  the  body  of  the  car  just  as  we  were 
entering  Virginia.    In  fart,  his  bag  and  overcoat  were  in  my  seat 

Mr.  Healt.  You  were  one  of  the  witnesses  whose  presence  wt 
volunteered  1^  Mr.  Wiehe  at  Springfield  in  April  last!  Is  thit 
correct t 

Mr.  CusflON.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  you  attended  before  the  conmiittee  at  Springfield 
on  the  same  day  that  Mr.  Wiehe  testified? 

Mr.  CtrssoN.  Yea,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  at  his  request  you  were  called  as  a  witness? 

Mr.  CuBsoN.  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  recall  this  question  being  asked  you  on  that 
occasion,  Mr.  Cusson,  on  page  204,  lust  below  Uie  center  of  the  pagv: 
"  Q.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Wiehe  leave  the  compartment? "  And  did  you 
answer,  "A.  I  did,"  referring  to  the  smoking  compartment? 

Mr.  CcssoN.  I  think  I  did. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  were  you  then  asked  this  question:  "Q.  Did  y-] 
see  him  again  that  evening?  "    And  did  you  answer:  "A.  Yes,  sir"f 

Mr.  CusaoN.  I  did. 
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Mr.  Healt.  And  were  you  then  asked:  "Where?"  And  did  you 
answer :  "A.  In  the  smoking  car  or  in  the  parlor  car  "  i 

Mr.  CussoN.  I  corrected  myself ;  I  said,  "in  the  smoking  car," 
and  then  corrected  myself  and  said,  "  in  the  parlor  car." 

Mr.  Healt.  Where  did  you  correct  yourself? 

Senator  Kkbn.  In  the  next  question. 

Mr.  Healy.  The  next  question  is;  "Q.  Which  parlor  car! "  And 
your  answer  was:  "A.  Well,  we  call  it  a  parlor  car,  but  it  was  really 
a  sleeper."  Was  that  the  question  in  which  you  corrected  the  state- 
ment that  you  bad  seen  him  again  that  evening  in  the  smoking  car? 

Mr.  Htnbs.  In  the  previous  answer  he  said  "  in  the  smoking  car." 
and  then  he  corrects  it  and  says  "  or  in  the  parlor  car." 

Mr.  Otsson.  That  is  right ;  I  recall  it  distinctly.  I  was  confused 
in  the  question.    I  saw  him  in  the  body  of  the  car. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  Did  you  answer  there  "  in  the  smoking  car,  or  in  the 
parlor  car  "  ? 

Mr.  CnssoN.  No ;  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  have  any  doubt  in  your  mind,  on  the  occasion 
of  your  testifying  at  Springfield,  with  reference  to  where  you  saw 
Mr.  Wiehe  again  that  evening? 

Mr.  CussoN.  Not  the  slightest. 

Mr.  Healt.  Your  recollwtion  then  was  very  clear,  was  it? 

Mr.  CuBsoN.  Very  clear. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  recall  Mr.  Price  leaving  the  smoking  com- 
partment that  night,  Mr.  Cusson  ? 

Mr.  CoasoN,  He  may  have. 

Mr,  Healt.  Have  you  any  recollection  about  it? 

Mr.  CoseoN.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Excuse  me,  Mr.  Healy ;  but  f  blowing  that  in  the 
testimony  did  you  say  you  saw  him  in  the  main  body  of  the  car  for 
about  10  minutes  before  you  got  to  Virginia  ? 

Mr.  CcssoN.  It  might  have  been  5  or  10  minutes;  yea,  air. 

Senator  Kern.  Just  to  be  fair  with  you,  I  will  read  this: 

Q.  Which  parlor  car?  -  A,  Well,  we  cali  Lt  a  iwrlor  ear,  but  It  was  rCHlly 

Q.  Well,  that  was  the  same  aleeperV — A.  Knme  car:  yes. 

Q,  In  which  the  smolslnK  compartment  was.  How  long  did  you  see  him  In 
there?— A.  Well,  until  we  anived  In  Virginia. 

Q.  Wet],  about  how  long? — X.  Ob,  I  should  say  10  mluntes. 

Q.  Yon  talbed  with  him?— A.  Yes,  sir. 

That  was  your  testimony  ? 

Mr.  Cusson.  That  is  true,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  So  that  you  talked  with  him  in  the  main  body  of 
the  car? 

Mr.  Cusson,  Only  just  as  he  stepped  up  to  the  seat  to  get  his  coat 
and  grip.    T  had  no  conversation. 

Senator  Kbrn.  When  was  this  10  minutes  during  which  you  had  a 
talk  with  him ! 

Mr.  Cusson.  While  1  was  gettii^  my  grip  and  overcoat  on,  and 
after  the  porter  had  announced  "  Virginia." 

Senator  Kern.  You  think  that  occupied  5  or  10  minutes? 

Mr.  Cusson,  ^Vhy,  I  should  think  so;  yes.  We  were  right  in  the 
city,  practically. 

Senator  Kebn.  But  you  he'd  not  sat  down  after  you  had  gotten 
back  in  the  car?  Conulf 
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Mr.  CcasoN.  I  do  not  think  I  had.    I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Sraator  Flbtchbr.  Mr.  Wiehe  never  retnmed  to  the  smoking  com- 
partment aft«r  he  left  it? 

Mr.  Cuaaos.  He  never  entered  the  smoking  compartment  »fter  he 
]eftit 

Mr.  HEAI.T.  Do  you  recall  Mr.  Price  leaving  the  smoking  com- 
partment that  evenmg  at  any  time  ? 

Mr.  CussoN.  Ko;  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Healt.  Were  you  in  the  smoking  compartment  when  Mr. 
Wiehe  came  in? 

Mr.  CossoN.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  were  there  when  he  left ! 

Mr.  CusBON.  I  was  there  when  he  left.  He  was  there  when  I 
came  in. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  leave  the  smoking  compartment  aft«r  you 
entered  it  the  last  time — the  third  time — for  any  purpose? 

Mr.  CtrseoN.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  I^ALT.  Your  recollection  is  clear  ahout  that,  is  it? 

Mr.  CnsBON.  Yea,  sir. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  What  was  your  business  prior  to  the  time  when  you 
became  general  manager  of  the  Virginia  A  Kainy  Lake  Lumber  Co.] 

Mr,  (^-ssoN.  For  about  11  years  I  was  manager  for  the  Edward 
Nines  Lumber  Co.  at  Ashland  and  Duluth. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  ever  have  your  headquarters  in  Chicago? 

Mr.  CussoN.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  ^VTiat  branch  of  their  business  did  you  have  charge 
of  at  Ashlahd  and  Duluth  ? 

Mr.  CussoN.  Several  sawmills,  21  boats,  shipping,  and  manufac- 
turing, 

Mr.  Healt.  You  afterwards  surrendered  that  position  to  take  the 
general  managership  of  this  new  lumber  company? 

Mr.  CussoN.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Healv.  Are  you  a  stockholder  in  the  Vii^nia  A  Rainey  Lake 
Lumber  Co.? 

Mr.  Cdsson.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  have  a  substantial  stock  interest  in  that  com- 
pany? 

Mr,  Ct'ssoN.  Yea,  sir. 

Mr.  Hbalf.  Do  you  also  have  a  substantial  stock  interest  in  the 
Edward  Hines  Lumber  Co.? 

Mr.  Cttsson.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt,  How  long  have  you  been  a  stockholder  of  the  Edward 
Hines  Lumber  Co.? 

Mr.  CosaoM.  Possibly  18  or  14  years. 

Mr,  Healt,  Were  you  in  its  employ  prior  to  the  time  when  you 
assumed  charge  of  its  affaire  at  Ashland  and  Duluth  ? 

Mr.  Cdsson.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  Had  you  ever  been  connected  with  Mr,  Hines  or  any 
of  his  companies  prior  to  that  time? 

Mr.  CcBsoN.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  I  think  that  is  alL 

Senator  Kern.  How  long  have  you  been  connected  with  Mr.  Hines 
in  any  capacity? 

Mr,  Cdsson.  About  15  years.  ^-.  ■ 
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Senator  Kebn.  Have  you  been  intimately  associated  with  him  dur- 
ing that  timef 

Mr.  Cu830N.  Yes.  sir. 

Senator  Kbkn.  You  saw  him  frequently  when  you  were  in 
Chicago? 

Mr.  CnssoN,  Y^sir. 

Senator  Kesn.  Were  you  in  Chicago  frequently! 

Mr.  CussoN.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  EIbhn.  So  that  your  relationship  with  him  has  been  of  an 
intimate  character ! 

Mr.  CtrsfiON.  I  should  say  so. 

Swiator  Kebn,  Have  you  ever  been  &  witness  in  any  of  his  law 
suits  before! 

Mr.  CvsaON.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  How  frequently? 

Mr.  OoBSON.  I  can  recall  two  cases. 

Senator  Kern.  What  were  those  two  cases  when  you  were  testify- 
ing for  Mr.  Hines  ? 

Mr.  CnsBON.  They  were  for  the  company;  not  particularly  for 
Mr.  Hines. 

Senator  Kern.  I  associate  Mr.  Hines  with  the  company. 

Mr.  Cdsson,  One  of  them  was  with  Barker  &  Stewart  with  refer- 
ence to  some  laths  at  Madis(»i — a  question  of  compensation  for  the 
manufacture  of  them. 

Senator  Kebn.  I  want  the  title  of  the  case. 

Mr.  CussoN.  I  do  not  recall.  The  other  case  was  with  W.  E. 
McCord,  at  Superior. 

Senator  Kern.  You  were  never  a  witness  in  any  trial  at  Chicago! 

Mr.  CussoN.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Keen.  When  did  you  come  to  Washington? 

Mr.  Cl'SSOn.  Yesterday  morning. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  occupy  the  smoking  compartment  of  any 
car  as  you  came  frtan  Chicago  to  Washington? 

Mr.  CuasoN.  I  did  not. 

Senator  Kebn.  When  did  you  last  occupy  the  smoking  compart- 
ment of  a  car  ? 

Mr.  CossoN.  At  what  point,  sir? 

Senator  Kebn.  At  any  point. 

Mr.  CussoN.  I  may  nave  been  in  the  smoking  compartment;  but 
to  sit  down  and  smoke  I  have  not — I  do  not  recall  being  in  a  smok- 
ing compartment  for  some  little  time. 

Senator  Kern.  Do  you  remember  the  last  timet 

Mr,  CnssoN,  Yes ;  between  Chicago  and  Toronto. 

Senator  Kern,  Were  there  a  good  many  people  on  that  car.  in 
that  compartment  t 

Mr.  CussoN.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kebn.  Few  ? 

Mr.  Cttsson.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kebn.  How  many  ? 

Mr.  Cusson.  a  couple. 

Senator  Kern.  No  more  than  two  people  at  the  same  time? 

Mr.  CnssoN.  That  is  all,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Can  you  call  to  mind  any  occasion  when  you  were 
traveling  in  the  smoking  compartmmt  of  a  sleeping  car  where  there 
were  a  number  of  people  in  the  compartment,  six  or  eight  ? 
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Mr.  Cdbson.  Not  as  compared  with  the  night  that  we  went 

Senator  Kern.  I  am  not  comparing  it  with  anytbing;  I  am  joK 
asking  you  whether  you  remember  being  in  the  smoking  compartzncot 
of  a  car  at  any  time  when  there  were  six  or  eight  people  theref 

Mr.  CussoM.  Yes,  sir ;  it  frequently  occurs  going  north. 

Senator  Kebn.  When  was  the  last  time  you  say  you  were  in  the 
smoking  compartment  of  a  car  that  contained  six  ih*  eight  peopled 

Mr.  CuasoN.  Not  over  four  weeks  ago,  or  three  weeks. 

Senator  Kern.  Where  was  that ! 

Mr.  CussoN.  On  the  D.,  M.  &  N.,  going  north. 

Senator  Kebn.  Between  what  points^ 

Mr.  CiTssoN.  Between  Duluth  and  Virginia. 

Senator  Eebn.  You  knew  the  people,  did  you? 

Mr.  CuasoN.  Some  of  them. 

S«»iator  Kern.  Can  you  tell  how  they  were  arranged^ 

Mr.  CuBSON.  I  can ;  those  that  I  knew. 

Senator  Kern.  Can  you  tell  how  they  were  arranged  in  the  car— 
those  you  knew  and  those  you  did  not  Irnow  ? 

Mr.  CcssoN.  Where  I  was  interested  at  all  I  could ;  yes. 

Senator  Kern.  But  whether  you  were  interested  or  not,  where 
there  was  a  promiscuous  crowd,  part  strangers  and  part  acquaint- 
ances, mixed  up  in  the  smoking  compartment  of  a  sleeping  car,  could 
you  tell  the  committee  how  those  people  were  arranged  ( 

Mr.  CossoN.  Why,  no. 

Senator  Kebn.  You  could  not,  could  you? 

Mr.  CcssoN.  No;  I  could  not. 

Sfuiator  Kebn.  Nobody  could. 

Mr.  CussoN.  I  did  not  pay  any  attention  to  it. 

Senator  Kebn.  Do  you  remember,  on  the  occasion  that  we  are 
speaking  of  here,  going  from  Duluth  to  Virginia,  where  Mr.  Johnsrai 
got  in  the  car  i 

Mr.  CussoN,  I  do;  yes. 

Senator  Kern.  Where  did  he  sit? 

Mr.  CcssoN.  He  was  sitting  on  one  of  the  chairs. 

Senator  Kern.  I  asked  you  what  part  of  the  car  he  sat  in. 

Mr.  CusaoN,  In  the  smoking  compartment. 

Senator  Kebn.  I  asked  you  what  part  of  the  smoking  compartment 
be  sat  in. 

Mr,  CussoN,  He  sat  opposite  Mr.  Wiehe  in  one  of  the  chairs. 

Senator  Kern.  When  vou  went  into  the  car  Mr.  Wiehe  was  already 
there? 

Mr.  CcssoN.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  You  had  made  two  previous  efforts  to  get  into  the 
compartment  and  had  not  succeeded  ? 

Mr.  CnssoN.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  You  think,  however,  you  were  in  that  compart- 
ment when  the  car  passed  Proctor? 

Mr,  Cdsson.  I  do. 

Senator  Kebn.  How  far  is  Proctor  from  Duluth? 

Mr.  CnssoN.  I  do  not  know  the  distance. 

Senator  Kebn.  Give  the  committee  an  idea. 

Mr.  CcasoN.  Possibly  15  miles,  up  a  very  steep  grade,  so  that  the 
running  time  would  be  30  or  40  minutes. 

Senator  Kebn.  You  do  not  know  how  long  Mr.  Widie  had  been 
in  the  compartment  when  you  got  in?  /  -  i 
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Mr.  Ctisson.  I  have  not  the  remotest  idea. 

Senator  Kebn.  Therefore  you  have  no  idea  as  to  what  occurred 
before  yon  went  in  ? 

Mr.  CuBBON.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kbrn.  You  were  engaged,  during  the  time  of  this  general 
talk  in  the  car,  on  some  private  matters  wnich  were  being  discussed 
between  yourself  and  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser  and  Mr.  Wiehet 

Mr.  OussoN,  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kebn.  While  you  were  talking  with  Weyerhaeuser  and 
Wiehe,  did  the  other  members  of  the  party  stop  their  conversation, 
or  did  the  general  conversation  go  on ! 

Mr.  CuBSON.  I  would  not  be  certain. 

Senator  Kebn.  Everybody  in  the  car  did  not  stop  talkingwhile 

Jou  were  in  this  private  talk  with  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser  and  Mr.  Wiehe, 
id  they? 

Mr.  CnssoN.  ^oil  do  not  think  they  did. 

Senator  Kebn.  Did  you  have  any  private  talk  with  anybody  else 
there,  do  you  say? 

Mr.  CusBON.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kbrn.  Did  you  have  any  talk  with  Mr.  Johnson  ? 

Mr.  CussoN.  I  ma^  have  had. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  had  a  talk 
with  Mr.  Burgess  about  some  electrical  matters? 

Mr.  CussoN.  YeSjSir. 

Senator  Kern.  That  was  a  conversation  between  you  and  Mr. 
Burgess? 

Mr.  Cus60N.  Yes,  ar. 

Senator  Kbbn.  Did  the  other  members  of  the  party  stop  talking 
when  you  and  Burgess  were  talking,  or  did  the  general  conversation 
continue  ? 

Mr.  CnssoN.  I  am  not  certain. 

Senator  Kern.  Of  course,  when  you  were  engaged  in  private  con- 
versation with  any  member  of  the  party,  you  did  not  pay  any  atten- 
tion to  the  general  conversation  that  was  going  on  at  the  same  time? 

Mr.  CuBfiON.  Any  general  conversation  would  have  been  in  such 
a  loud  tone  that  I  could  not  hel^  but  have  heard  it 

Senator  Kern.  Unless  it  was  in  such  a  loud  tone? 

Mr.  Cdsson.  I  say,  any  general  conversation  would  have  been  in 
such  a  loud  tone  that  I  could  not  help  but  have  heard  it. 

Senator  Kern.  That  is  to  say,  if  the  general  conversation,  or  if 
the  conversation  between  other  members  of  the  party,  had  bewi  in  a 
loud  tone  you  would  have  heard  it? 

Mr.  CoBSON.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  When  you  were  talking  with  Mr.  Weyehaeuser, 
did  any  other  members  of  the  party  engage  in  private  conversation 
with  each  other,  or  did  you  observe? 

Mr.  CnssoN.  I  do  not  know ;  I  could  not  say. 

Senator  Kebn.  That  is  all. 

Senator  Kbnyon.  How  long  did  Mr.  Wiehe  remain  in  there  after 
you  came  in  ? 

Mr.  CussoN.  Possibly  20  minutes  or  so. 

Senator  Kebn.  When  you  went  back  in  the  car  you  sav  vou  saw 
Mr.  Wiehe? 

Mr.  Cdsson.  I  did. 
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Senator  Kerm.  And  you  saw  Mr.  JohuBon! 

Mr.  CnsaoN.  I  did. 

Senator  Kebm.  What  part  of  the  car  was  Mr.  JohoBon  in  I 

Mr.  CnssoN,  He  was  in  the  upper  end  of  the  car. 

Senator  Kern.  You  mean  the  Duluth  end  (h*  the  Virginia  end! 

Mr.  CusaoK.  Toward  the  Duluth  end. 

Senator  Kehn.  That  would  be  the  rear  of  the  car? 

Mr.  CussoN.  Well,  anyhow,  it  was  tite  opposite  end  fnnu  where 
I  was. 

Senator  Kekn.  Where  was  Mr.  Wiehe. 

Mr.  CnssoN.  Oh,  when  I  first  saw  him  he  was  within  four  or  five 
seats  of  the 

Senator  Kern.  You  said  at  the  Helm  investigatioD  that  yon  did 
not  know  where  Mr.  Johnson  wa^  when  you  came  out  of  the  smokmg 
compartment  f 

Mr.  CussoN.  I  say  when  I  saw  Mr.  Johnson  he  was  nearer  the  up- 
per end  of  the  car,  or  the  lower  end;  I  would  not  be  certain  whetheT 
you  would  call  it  the  upper  or  the  lower,  as  I  am  confused  ■«  to  the 
way  that  car  headed. 

Senator  Kern.  I  will  ask  if  this  question  was  not  ^ked  yon : 

Q.  Bow  far  apart  were  Mr.  Jobneon  and  Hr.  Wlehe  wben  yon  came  out  of  tbo 
eompartniMit? — A,  Oh,  I  do  not  know  as  I  could  aay  Just  where  Mr.  Johnsoo  n:. 

Is  that  your  answer! 

Mr.  Cdsson.  Yes.  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  And  then  the  question  was  asked  you : 

Q.  A»isuming  that  be.  Mr.  Johnson,  «tt  tn  the  middle  of  the  car,  how  far  vtst 
Mr.  Wlphe  away  from  where  Mr.  Johnson  sat! — A.  Two  or  three  seats. 

Q.  Forward  or  backward! — .*.  Forward. 

Q.  In  front  of  blDi.  so  that  be  was  In  plain  view  of  Mr.  Jobnaon  all  tin 
time?— A.  Te«. 

Was  that  your  testimony  ? 

Mr.  CussoN.  Yes. 

Senator  Keen.  That  was  correct! 

Mr.  CussoN,  Yes. 

Senator  Kknyon.  Did  Mr.  Wiehe  come  in  the  smoking  compart- 
ment when  you  were  there! 

Mr.  CussoN.  He  was  there  when  I  arrived. 

Senator  Kenyon.  How  soon  after  you  took  the  train  did  you  come 
in  the  smoking  compartment! 

Mr.  CussoN.  Twenty  minutes  or  so.     Do  you  mean  to  sit  down  ? 

Senator  Kbnyok,  To  sit  down  or  to  stand  up. 

Mr,  Cdsson.  I  went  to  the  door  a  couple  of  times,  but  I  come  in 
there  finally  after  we  had  left  about  20  minutes  or  something  like 
that. 

Senator  Kenton.  Was  that  the  time  you  sat  down! 

Mr.  CuBsoN.  Yea 

Senator  Kenyon.  "Whose  seat  did  you  take? 

Mr.  CiTssoN,  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser  and  Mr.  Wiehe  pushed  along  and 
1  sat  between  them. 

Senator  Kenyon.  So  Mr,  Wiehe  was  there  when  you  went  in  the 
smoking  compartment! 

Mr.  Cusson.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenyon.  You  snv  he  stayed  there  about  how  long  afti^r 
that! 
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Mr.  CtTSSON,  Ten  or  20  minutes ;  20  minutes,  possibly. 

Senator  Kenyon,  Do  you  know  how  long  he  had  been  there  before 
you  went  int 

Mr,  CnseoN,  I  do  not. 

LSenator  Keni-os,  It  could  not  have  been  20  minutes  ? 

Mr.  C08SON,  No, 

Senator  Kenton.  You  went  in  within  20  minutes,  AVas  he  sitting 
on  a  chair  or  the  couch! 

Mr.  CussoN,  On  the  couch. 

Senator  Kenyon,  On  tlie  leather  couch  ? 

Mr.  CueeoN.  Yes. 

Senator  Kexyiin.  Was  there  anything  on  that  trip  that  was  un- 
iiKual  to  your  mind  "i 

ilr.  Crssojj,  Why-  1  make  tlie  trip  frequently.  Nothing  very  un- 
usual that  I  know  of,  except  that  we  were  to  have  our  annual  meet- 
ing the  next  morning. 

Seuntor  Kexyon.  When  did  you  next  make  that  identical  trip? 

Mr.  CissoN,  Three  days  after  that. 

St'iiKtor  Kenyon.  Who  was  with  you  then! 

Mr.  CiBSON.  I  was  alone. 
■    Senator  Kenyon.  Were  you  in  the  smoking  compartment  of  the 
car? 

Mr.  CiB«jN,  I  think  I  was. 

Senator  Kenyon,  Who  was  in  there? 

Mr,  CussoN.  I  do  not  recall. 

Senator  Kenvon.  Where  did  they  sit,  the  people  who  were  there! 

Mr.  CrssoN.  Why,  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Don't  you  recall  anybody  who  was  in  there? 

Mr,  CvssDK.  No;  because  I  came  back  alone  after  going  to  Duluth 
after  the  meeting. 

Senator  Kenyon,  AVhen  did  you  next  make  a  trip  from  Duluth  to  ' 
A^irginia  ? 

Mr.  Cttsson.  I  make  them  frequently,  two  or  three  times  a  week. 

Senator  Kenton.  Can  you  recall  any  other  time  when  you  knew 
nnvbodv  who  was  in  the  smoking  compartment? 

Mr,  Cissoji.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Becall  a  time, 

Mr.  CussoN.  Well,  I  usually  meet  some  one  on  the  way  up  that  I 
know. 

Senator  Kenyon,  Pick  out  some  8pecifi<j  time  that  you  have  done 
that. 

Air.  CrssoN.  That  seems  easy,  but  I  do  not — yes,  I  recall  riding 
up  just  i-eoently  with  Capt,  Roberts,  a  mining  man. 

Senator  Kenyon,  Who  else  was  there? 

Mr.  Clsson.  His  son. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Did  they  get  on  at  Duluth? 

Mr.  CrSBON,  Yes. 

Senator  Kenyon,  Did  you  go  into  the  smoking  compartment 
before  they  did? 

Mr,  CtRSON.  Xo,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Where  did  they  sit  in  the  smoking  compart- 
ment? 

Mr,  CrssoN.  In  the  chairs. 
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Senator  Kenton.  They  did  not  sit  on  the  ooucht 

Mr.  CussoN.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton,  Did  they  go  out  before  you  did? 

Mr.  CcssoN.  We  both  ro<fe  to  the  junction  and  go  off  together. 

Senator  Kenton.  That  impression  is  very  distinct  in  your  mindl 

Mr.  CussoN.  Yes. 

Senator  Ken  yon.  Was  there  anything  about  that  trip  to  impress 
the  matter  on  your  mind  ? 

Mr.  CussoN,  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  There  was  nothing  about  this  trip  thai  yon 
testified  to  to  impress  any  conversation  or  any  connection  in  your 
mind,  was  there  t 

Mr.  CnssoN.  Except  that  there  were  some  9  or  12  persons  od  the 
car  connected  with  our  company. 

Senator  Kenton.  Was  that  unusual  ? 

Mr.  CuseoN.  Very. 

Senator  Kenton.  Do  you  know  Robert  S.  Shields} 

Mr.  CuBBON.  I  do. 

Senator  Kenton.  Has  he  talked  this  matter  over  with  you  ! 

Mr.  Ccsson.  No,  sir. 

Senator  E^nton.  Never? 

Mr.  CussoN.  No,  ar. 

Senator  Kenton.  Have  you  ever  said  anything  to  him  about  thU 
conversation  in  the  smoker? 

Mr.  CcBflON.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  Have  you  ever  seen  him  since  it  happened  ? 

Mr.  CnssoN.  Oh,  yes;  several  times. 

Senator  Kenton.  Where  have  you  seen  him! 

Mr.  CusBON.  I  saw  him  in  Chicago  last  week. 

Senator  Kenton.  Who  was  witii  you  when  you  saw  him  last  week 
in  Chicago? 

Mr.  CnaaoN.  Mr.  Wiehe. 

Senator  E^bnton.  Who  else  ? 

Mr,  CussoN.  Nobody  else. 

Senator  Kenton.  Where  did  you  see  him  in  Chicago  ? 

Mr.  CuBSON.  I  met  him  at  the  foot  of  the  stairs  of  the  Continental 
&  Commercial  Bank.    Mr.  Wiehe  and  I  came  downstairs  of  the  bank. 

Senator  Kenton.  He  was  waiting  there  for  you ! 

Mr.  CnssoN.  I  don't  know  who  he  was  waiting  for.  He  was  not 
waiting  for  me. 

Senator  Kenton.  Who  is  Mr.  Shidds! 

Mr.  CussoN.  He  is  an  insurance  man  in  Superior. 

Senator  Kenton.  Lives  at  Superior? 

Mr.  CussoN.  Tes. 

Senator  Kenton.  Where  is  your  home  ? 

Mr.  CusaoN.  Virginia. 

Senator  Kenton.  Have  you  ever  been  active  at  all  in  Wisconsin 
politics  ? 

Mr.  CussoN,  No,  sir. 

Senator  EIenton,  Have  you  worked  with  Mr,  Shields  in  any  line 
of  work,  political  or  business? 

Mr.  CuBBON.  No,  or. 

Senator  Kenton.  How  long  have  you  known  him? 

Mr.  CuasoN.  About  12  years. 
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Senator  Kenyon.  Have  you  had  any  business  connections  with 
himt 

Mr.  CnssoN.  Not  except  that  he  wrote  insurance  for  us. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Did  you  ever  make  any  affidavit  in  this  matter 
and  give  it  to  him? 

Mr.  CuBSON.  No,  sir;  I  made  an  affidavit,  but  I  did  not  give  it  to 
him. 

Senator  Kznyon.  Did  you  make  an  affidavits 

Mr.  CnssoN.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenton.  To  whom  did  you  give  it! 

Mr.  CosaoN.  I  think  I  mailed  it  to  !&&.  Hines. 

Senator  Kenton.  Who  asked  you  to  do  that? 

Mr.  CnssoN.  Mr.  Wiehe. 

Senator  Kenton.  Where  is  the  affidavit  now? 

Mr.  CnasoN.  I  have  not  the  remotest  idea. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  keep  any  copy  of  it? 

Mr.  CirasoN.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Did  Mr.  Hines  write  to  you  and  ask  you  for  an 
affidavit? 

Mr.  CnssON.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  You  just  volunteered  it,  did  you? 

Mr.  CoseoH.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kshton.  Who  asked  you  to  produce  it! 

Mr.  CuaaoN.  Mr.  Wiehe  or  Mr.  Hines,  I  am  not  certain  which, 
while  I  was  in  Chicago,  asked  me  to  make  an  affidavit. 

Senator  Kenton.  How  long  was  that  after  this  occurrence  hap- 
pened? 

Mr.  CussoN.  Well,  it  was  just  prior — it  was  after  going  to  Spring- 
field. 

Senator  Kenton.  Was  it  after  you  testified  before  the  Helm  com- 
mittee! 

Mr.  CcssoN.  Yes;  practically  covered  the  same  subjects. 

Senator  Kenton.  Who  prepared  the  affidavit! 

Mr.  CussoN,  I  could  not  say. 

Senator  Kenton.  Didn't  you  prepare  the  affidavit  before  you 
testified  before  the  Helm  conunitteef 

Mr.  CcBSON.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Dont  you  know? 

Mr.  Cdsson.  No;  I  do  not. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  Mr.  Shields  ever  talk  with  you  about  that 
affidavit  ? 

Mr,  CcBSON,  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  Or  about  anything  connected  with  this  conver- 
sation ? 

Mr.  CnssoN,  No,  sir. 

Senator  Keen.  Who  prepared  the  affidavit? 

Mr.  CnssoN.  If  I  recall  rightly,  it  was  mailed  to  me  at  Virginia, 
and  it  was  executed  there. 

Senator  Keen.  Who  prepared  this  affidavit? 

Mr.  CusBON.  I  have  stated  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Kenton.  Who  mailed  it  to  you? 

Mr.  CuasoN.  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  get  it  in  the  United  States  mail! 

Mr.  CussoN,  I  did. 
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Senator  Kznyon.  Was  there  not  a  letter  connected  with  it? 

Mr.  CuasoN.  I  think  I  stated  I  talked  it  over  with  Mr.  Hines  or 
Mr.  Wiehe  at  Chicago  prior  to  the  time  I  was  requested  to  make  this 
affidavit 

The  Chairman.  To  whom  did  you  give  the  informati<»i  that  went 
into  the  affidavit  1 

Mr.  Cdbson.  I  did  not  give  it  to  anybody,  except  as  I  testified. 

Senator  Kenton.  Then  this  affidavit  came  to  you  already  pre- 
pared? 

Mr.  CusaoN.  It  did. 

Senator  Kenyon.  In  an  envelope  with  no  tetter? 

Mr.  CuseoM.  I  think  it  did,  or — I  am  pretty  sure  it  did. 

Senator  Kenvon.  You  knew  where  it  came  from,  thou^. 

Mr.  CnssoN.  I  think  so. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Where  did  it  come  from? 

Mr.  CuasoN.  Fr(»n  Chicago. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Postmarked  Chicago? 

Mr.  CussoN.  I  do  not  know ;  I  could  not  say. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Was  it  not  rather  unusual  to  secure  an  affidavit 
already  prepared,  sent  to  you  in  the  mail  with  no  letter  of  expluta- 
tion  about  it  ? 

Mr.  CuflsoN.  I  had  already  talked  it  over  with  Mr.  Hinea  or  Mr. 
Wiehe. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Then  you  assumed  t^at  the  affidavit  came  from 
one  of  them. 

Mr.  CussoN.  I  did. 

Senator  Kenyon.  ^Vhom  did  you  mail  it  back  to! 

Mr.  CiLssoN.  The  Hines  Lumber  Co. 

Senator  Kenyon,  Did  you  mark  it  for  Mr.  Hines? 

Mr.  CussoN.  I  would  not  be  certain. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  address  it  yourself? 

Mr.  Cusson.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Who  addressed  it? 

Mr.  Ctjsson.  One  of  the  stenographers. 

Senator  Kenton.  Before  whom  did  you  swear  to  Uiis  affidavit? 

Mr.  Cusbon.  a  notary  public  at  Duluth. 

Senator  Kenyon.  What  was  his  name? 

Mr.  Cusson.  Miss  Beno. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Is  she  in  your  office! 

Mr.  Cusson.  Yes- 
Senator  Kenyon.  Do  you  remember  about  the  date  of  that  affi- 
davit? 

Mr.  Cusson.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Have  you  ever  seen  it  since! 

Mr.  CueaON.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Have  you  ever  talked  with  anybody  about  it 
Bince? 

Mr.  CusaoN,  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  When  you  saw  Mr.  Shields  in  Chicago  a  few 
days  ago,  did  you  talk  with  him  about  this  matter  at  all? 

Mr.  CusBON.  Not  at  all. 

Senator  Kenton.  How  long  were  you  with  him? 

Mr.  CvsaoN.  Oh,  possibly  two  minutes. 

Senator  Kenton.  Was  tnere  anything  said  about  the  affidavit  of 
Mr.  McQowan? 
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Mr.  CnssoN.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  Or  the  affidavit  of  Mr.  Price? 

Mr,  CnsaoN.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  did  not  see  him  over  two  minutes? 

Mr,  CuBfloN.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  Do  you  know  where  he  is  now ! 

Mr,  CtTseON.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  Do  yon  know  whether  he  left  Chicago? 

Mr.  Cttsson.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Kenton.  Is  he  connected  with  you  in  any  business  mat- 
ters? 

Mr.  CnssoN.  No. 

Senator  Kenton.  Has  he  ever  been? 

Mr.  CussoN.  No;  except,  as  I  say,  he  wrote  insurance  for  ua  at 
Superior. 

Senator  Kenton.  Has  he  ever  been  connected  with  any  of  the 
lumber  companies  in  which  Mr.  Hines  is  interested? 

Mr.  CoesoN.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  were  connected  with  some  of  those  com- 
panies, were  you  not  ? 

Mr.  CtJssoN.  I  was. 

Senator  Kenton.  Are  you  now? 

Mr,  Ctbson.  Only  as  a  stockholder. 

Senator  Kenton.  Have  you  ever  talked  over  this  matter  witli  Mr. 
Hines? 

Mr.  CussoN.  What  particular  conversation? 

Senator  Kenton.  The  conversation  you  are  being  asked  about  in 
the  sleeping  car. 

Mr.  CussoN.  Have  It     Yes. 

Senator  Kenton.  How  frequently? 

Mr.  CuaaoN.  Well,  twice  that  I  recall. 

Senator  Kenton.  Have  you  talked  it  over  with  Mr.  McGowan 
and  Mr.  Price) 

Mr.  CuBSON.  No,  sir.   ■ 

Senator  Kenton.  Have  you  ever  been  in  the  same  room  where  it 
was  being  talked  about  with  them? 

Mr.  CuBsoN.  No. 

Senator  Kenton,  The  main  subject  discussed  that  night  was  re- 
ciplocity  and  the  tariff,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  CuesoN.  And  Canadian  lands. 

Senator  Kenton.  In  its  connection  with  reciprocity? 

Mr.  CcssoN.  No,  sir.  I  do  not  just  recall  the  conversation,  but  I 
know  that  Canadian  lands  in  Saskatchewan  and  Alberta,  and  re- 
ciprocity and  the  tariff  question  and  other  questions  were  discussed. 

Senator  Kenton,  You  were  in  there  how  long? 

Mr.  Cdsson.  AU  the  way  up  from  Proctor,  in  that  vicinity. 

Senator  Kenton.  Over  two  hours ? 

Mr.  CcsBON,  No;  I  would  not  think  so. 

Senator  Kenton.  How  long  do  you  think? 

Mr.  CcBsoN.  Less  than  two  hours. 

Senator  Kenton.  Other  people  were  talking  in  the  room? 

Mr.  CcssoN.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenton,  Was  there  any  noise  of  the  train! 

Mr.  CuBSON,  Certainly.  .dt/GoOQlc 


1624  BENA.TOB  FROM  ILLINOIS. 

Senator  Kekton.  Were  the  windows  open  or  shut? 

Mr.  Cdsson,  Closed. 

Senator  Kenton.  Do  you  think  you  heard  everything  that  was 
said  in  that  compartment  t 

Mr,  CissoN.  Practically  so. 

Senator  Kenyon,  You  feel  certain  you  did,  do  you  not! 

Mr.  Cdsson.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  Nobody  could  have  said  anything  there  that  you 
could  not  hear ! 

Mr.  CussoN.  They  certainly  could. 

Senator  Kenton.  They  could  t 

Mr.  Cdsson,  Why,  certainly. 

Senator  Kenton.  Then  how  do  you  know  you  heard  everything 
that  was  said  there? 

Mr.  Cdsson,  All  the  general  discussion  that  was  talked  in  a  loud 
tone. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  were  having  your  private  discussions,  were 
you  not,  with  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser  ? 

Mr.  Cdsson.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenton.  And  other  people  were  having  their  private  dis- 
cussions in  there,  too,  were  they  not  t 

Mr.  CnflSON.  I  presume  so. 

The  Chairman,  I  understand  you  to  say  this  was  the  occasion  of 
the  annual  meeting  of  your  lumber  company? 

Mr,  CussoN.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibhan.  How  many  of  the  directors  were  on  that  train 
going  up? 

Mr,  Cdsbon.  All  of  them. 

The  Chaieman,  Name  them,  please. 

Mr.  Cdsson.  It  was  not  a  directors'  meeting.  It  was  a  stock- 
holders' meeting. 

The  Chairman.  How  many  stockholders  were  on  that  train,  and 
who  were  they  ? 

Mr.  Cdsson.  Mr.  Hines,  Mr,  Wiehe,  Mr.  F.  E.  Weyerhaeuser.  Mr. 
John  Weyerhaeuser,  Mr,  Rudolph  Weyerhaeuser,  Mr,  G.  F.  Lindsay, 
Mr.  Rhoades,  Mr.  William  O'Brien,  Mr.  W.  H.  Cook.  These  parties 
were  not  all  on  this  car.  Do  you  want  the  names  of  all  the  stock- 
holders at  the  meeting?    Is  that  the  idea  t 

The  Chairman.  No;  those  that  were  on  that  train  going  up.     ■ 

Senator  Kern.  Were  either  of  the  other  Weyerhaeusers  in  the 
smoking  compartment  besides  the  ones  you  have  named  ? 

Mr.  Cdsson.  No.  sir. 

Senator  Kern,  Was  Mr.  Hines  in  or  about  the  smoking  com- 
partment ? 

Sir,  Ctissox.  Mr.  Hincs  stepped  to  the  door  and  called  Mr.  Wiehe 
out.  and  a  little  later  called  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser  out, 

Senartor  Kebn.  Did  he  make  two  trips  to  the  door? 

Mr.  Cdsson.  He  did. 

Senator  Kern.  When  vou  went  into  the  main  body  of  the  car,  were 
Mr.  Hines  and  Mr.  Wiehe,  or  Mr,  Hines  or  Mr,  Weyerhaeuser  talk- 
ing, or  any  two  of  them? 

Mr.  Cdsson.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Jones,  What  Weyerhaeuser  was  it  that  was  in  the  com- 
partment? ^--  I 
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Mr.  CcasoN.  F.  E. 

Senator  Jonss.  John  Weyerhaeuser  -was  not  in  there ! 

Mr.  CuseoN.  No,  sir;  I  think  John  Weyerhaeuser  came  to  the  door, 
but  allowed  there  was  too  much  smoke  for  him,  or  something  of  that 
kind.     I  just  recall  seeing  him. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  he  stand  up  by  the  washbowl! 

Mr.  CnssoN,  He  may  have  for  a  minute  or  so.  I  do  not  think  he 
was  in  the  smoking  compartment  any  length  of  time. 

Senator  Jones.  When  you  returned  that  affidavit,  did  you  write  a 
letter  with  it  or  send  a  letter  with  it? 

Mr.  CuesoN.  I  may  have. 

Senator  Jones.  Do  you  remember  whether  you  did  or  not? 

Mr.  Cusson.  I  do  not. 

Senstor  Jones.  You  do  not  remember  whether  you  dictated  a  letter 
to  your  stenographer! 

Mr.  CnssoN.  I  probably  did. 

Senator  Jones.  What  is  your  best  recollection  now  ? 

Mr.  CuBSON.  I  think  I  wrote  a  note. 

Senator  Jones.  To  whom! 

Mr.  CuflSON.  Acknowledging  the  receipt  of  it — either  to  Mr.  Wiehe 
or  Mr.  Hines. 

Senator  Kenton.  That  was  after  you  had  testified  before  the 
Helm  committee! 

Mr.  CuBBON.  I  think  bo. 

Senator  Kenton.  What  was  the  need  of  an  affidavit?  The  testi- 
mony was  all  under  oath. 

Mr.  CusBON.  I  think  it  was  to  be  used  here. 

Senator  Jones.  You  knew  your  evidence  at  Springfield  was 
printed,  did  you  not! 

Mr.  CnsaoN.  I  supposed  it  was;  yes. 

Senator  Jones.  Why  could  not  that  be  used  here! 

Mr.  CuBsoN.  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Gamble.  Was  there  any  printing  on  the  envelope  in  which 
you  received  this  affidavit,  showing  from  whom  it  came! 

Mr.  Cdsbon.  I  presume  there  was.  The  mail  was  all  opened.  I 
do  not  open  it.    It  probably  came  on  my  desk  opened. 

Senator  Gambu:.  You  do  not  remember  whether  there  was  a  let- 
ter! Or  did  you  state  whether  there  was  a  letter  accompanying  it 
or  not! 

Mr.  Cdsson.  I  do  not.  I  could  not  tell  whether  tiiere  was  or  not.  I 
could  easily  tell  at  home. 

Senator  Gamble.  Did  you  know  from  whom  it  came? 

Mr.  Cusson.  I  tliink  I  did ;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Gamble.  Did  you  swear  to  it  and  return  the  affidavit? 

Mr.  Cusson.  I  recall  that  I  made  one  change  in  it.  I  do  not  re- 
call now  just  what  it  was — ran  the  pen  through  it,  acknowledged  it, 
and  returned  it. 

Senator  Gamble.  Do  you  remember  about  the  date  of  that! 

Mr.  CosBON.  No;  I  do  not 

Senator  Kebit.  You  have  a  recollection  that  Mr.  Hines  came  and 
called  Mr.  Wiehe  out  of  the  smoking  compartment,  and  then  he 
called  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser  out! 

Mr.  Cdsson.  Yes;  distincUy. 
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Senator  Kern.  And  you  remember  distinctly,  as  I  understand,  the 
relative  situation  and  location  of  eveir  man  in  the  compaitment ! 

Mr.  CussoN.  Those  who  occupied  tie  seats. 

Senator  Kebn.  And  chairs^ 

Mr.  CusflON.  And  chairs. 

Senator  Kebn.  And  the  strangers  who  stood  against  tlie  wash- 
bowl? 

Mr.  CusBON.  I  just  recall  seeing  them  there.  I  do  not  have  any 
definite  recollection  of  how  they  stood,  or  how  many. 

Senator  Keen.  But  your  memory  is  very  distinct  ss  to  all  these 
circumstances  to  which  you  have  testified,  that  occurred  that  night! 

Mr.  CussoN.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  can  not  remember 
as  to  who  it  was  requested  the  affidavit,  whether  Mr,  Wiehe  or  Mr. 
Rines? 

Mr.  Cns80N.  No;  it  was  talked  over  in  a  general  way  in  Chicago. 

Senator  Kebn.  But  I  understood  you  to  say  a  while  ao^o  that  you 
«ould  not  tell  who  it  was  that  requested  the  affidavit,  ^&.  Hines  or 
Mr.  Wiehe? 

Mr.  Ci'ssoN.  You  did.     I  said  that 

Senator  Kern.  Your  memory  fails  you  on  that  pointi 

Mr.  CrssoN.  Yes,  air. 

Senator  Kern.  I  should  like  Judge  Hynes  to  produce  that  affidavit. 

Mr.  Hynes.  I  have  not  it  in  my  possession. 

The  Chairman.  Are  there  any  further  questions! 

Mr.  Hynes.  Mr.  Cusson,  you  say  you  have  frequently  traveled  <mi 
that  train,  going  up  from  Duluth  to  Virginia.  Are  there  two  or 
three  chairs  in  the  smoking  compartment! 

Mr,  CrssoN.  Two  chairs. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Did  you  ever  see  three  chairs  in  the  smoking  compart- 
ment? 

Mr.  CcssoN.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hynes.  How  does  the  toilet  open— into  the  smoking  compart- 
ment or  out  onto  the  other  hallway  ? 

Mr.  CussoN.  Into  the  hallway. 

Mr.  Hynes,  It  does  not  open  into  the  smoking  compartmenti 

Mr.  CcssoN.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  HvNEa  That  is  all. 

Mr.  Healy.  Mr.  Hines  is  in  the  room,  and  I  should  like  to  ask  him 
if  he  has  the  affidavit  to  which  the  witness  has  just  testified  t 

Mr.  Hines.  No ;  I  have  not. 

Mr.  Healy,  Do  you  know  where  it  is? 

Mr.  Hines,  No  ;  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  recall  receiving  it  from  Mr,  Cusson! 

Mr.  Hines,  It  seems  to  me  I  did. 

Mr.  Healy.  Where  will  it  be — among  the  files  of  the  Edward 
Hines  Lumber  Co.? 

Mr.  Hines.  I  think  it  will  be  there;  yes. 

Mr,  Healy-.  Will  you  send  for  it? 

Mr.  Hines.  I  will  try  to  produce  it. 

Senator  Kbnyon.  Did  not  Mr.  Shields  come  to  you  and  get  this 
affidavit  ? 

Mr.  CrssoN.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  You  know  that  you  mailed  it! 
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Mr.  CuflsoN,  Yes. 

Senator  Kesyon.  You  swear  that  you  mailed  it? 

Mr.  CuseoN.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenton.  Either  to  ^ir.  Hines  or  Mr.  Wiehe  or  the  Hines 
Lumber  Co.  f 

Mr.  CussoN.  Mr.  Shields  had  nothing  to  do  with  it 

Senator  Kenton.  Answer  my  question.  You  swear  tiiat  ^ou 
mailed  it  either  to  Mr.  Hines,  Mr.  Wiehe,  or  the  Edward  Hmea 
Lumber  Co.  ? 

Mr.  CcssoN.  I  do. 

Senator  Kenton.  And  this  affidavit  was  one  purporting  to  be 
what  you  knew  about  the  conversation  and  the  transactions  in  the 
sleeping  car  between  Duhith  and  Virginia  on  the  night  of  the  7th 
of  March,  191L 

Mr,  CcssoN.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  Have  you  ever  seen  that  affidavit  since  t 

Mr.  CcesoN.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  One  more  question.  That  was  sworn  to  before 
wbtHuf    Please  give  us  the  name  in  full. 

Mr.  CnsaoN.  Miss  N.  Benoe,  a  notary  public  at  Dnluth. 

Senator  Kenton.  Where  does  this  party  live  nowt 

Mr.  CussoN.  At  Duluth. 

Senator  Kenton.  In  your  employ? 

Mr.  CuBSON.  Yes. 

The  Chaibhan.  That  is  all. 

TESTIHOIVY  OF  C.  F.  WIEHE. 

C.  F.  Wiehe,  being  duly  8W(»7i,  was  examined  and  testified  as 
follows : 

Mr,  Farrab.  What  is  your  full  name  i 

Mr.  Wiehe.  C.  F.  Wiehe. 

Mr.  Farbah.  Where  do  you  reside  ? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Chicago,  ill. 

Mr.  Fabrab.  What  is  your  age  ? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Forty-nine. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  Mr.  Wiebe,  have  you  any  connection,  family  or  mnr* 
riage,  with  Mr.  Edward  Hines? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  did  have  connection  by  marriage. 

Mr.  Farbar.  What  was  it? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  My  wife  was  his  sister. 

Mr.  Farrar.'  Your  wife  then  is  no  longer  alive  ? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  My  wife  is  dead. 

Mr.  Farrar.  What  connection  have  you  with  the  Edward  Hines 
Lumber  Co.? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I  am  secretary  of  the  company. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  How  long  have  you  been  secretary  of  the  company  ? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Since  its  organization  in  1S92. 

Mr.  Fabsab.  Are  you  a  stockholder  in  that  company? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  am.  - 

Mr,  Farrar.  What  connection  have  you  with  the  Virginia  &  Kainy 
Lake  Co.? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  am  a  director  in  the  company. 
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Mr.  Farrak.  Do  you  remember  the  day  that  Hon.  William  Lorimer 
■was  elected  United  States  Senator  from  Illinois? 

Mr,  WiBHE.  I  do. 

Mr.  Farrab.  Do  you  remember  the  day  of  the  montiif 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes. 

Mr.  Farrar.  What  was  it! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  May  26,  1909. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Did  you  receive  from  Mr.  Lorimer  on  tJbtat  day,  or 
on  the  previous  day,  any  notice  or  message  of  any  sort? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  talked  with  him  on  the  night  before  ttiat  day. 

Mr,  Farrab.  What  kind  of  a  message  did  you  receive— telephone 
or  telegraph? 

Mr.  iViEHE.  A  telephone  message. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Where  were  you  when  you  got  that  telephonic  nws- 
sage? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I  did  not  get  any  telephone  message.     I  telephoned 
him, 

Mr.  Fabbar.  You  telephoned  him? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Farrab.  Why  did  you  telephone  him? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Mr.  Hines  ashed  me  to  telephone  him. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Where  was  Mr.  Hines  when  he  asked  you  to  tele 
phone  Mr.  Lorimer? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  In  Washington.  , 

Mr.  Farrar.  How  did  you  communicate  with  Mr.  Hines? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  By  telephone.  ' 

Mr.  Farh.^r.  What  did  Mr.  Hines  give  as  his  reason  for  asking  : 
you  to  communicate  with  Senator  Lorimer?  I 

Mr.  WiEHE.  He  asked  me  to  telephone  Semator  Lorimer  to  the  < 
effect  that  he  was  about  to  leave  Washington  and  would  go  on  direct  ! 
to  Springfield. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Then  that  was  the  message  that  you  delivered  to 
Senator  T^orimer? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  In  part;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Farrar.  What  instructions  or  directions  did  you  get  from  j 
Senator  Jjorimer?  j 

Mr.  WiEHE.  He  told  me  to  meet  Mr.  Hines  at  the  train  in  the 
morning  and  stop  him  from  going  to  Sprin^eld,  and  to  call  him  up  | 
immediately  by  phone — to  c3l  ^nator  Loruner  up  immediately  by  ' 
phone. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Did  you  meet  Mr.  Hines  at  the  train  aa  the  following 
morning  ? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I  did, 

Mr.  Farrab.  What  train  did  jou  meet  him  at? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  The  Penn^lvania  train. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Who  was  with  him? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Mr.  Isaac  Baker. 

Mr.  Farrar.  What  time  did  the  train  get  in? 

Mr,  WiEHE.  8.5.5  in  the  morning. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Did  you  deliver  to  Mr.  Hines  the  message  that  yon 
had  received  from  Senator  Lorimer  ? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I  did. 

Mr,  Farrar.  Do  you  remember  whether  the  train  waa  oa  time  or 
not? 
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Mr.  WiBHS.  It  was. 

Mr.  Farhab.  After  ;on  delivered  that  meange  lo  Mr.  Hines  from 
Senator  L<Himer.  what  did  voa  and  Mr.  Hines  dot 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  talked  a  tew  minutes  to  Mr.  Hines  at  the  depot, 
and  we  then  left  the  depot  in  his  antomobile,  and  I  vent  with  him 
to  either  Adams  and  Clark  or  La  Salle  and  Clark — I  think  it  wa:j  La 
Salle  and  Clark  Streets — and  got  ont  of  his  machine  there,  and  took  a 
street  car  to  the  Hines  Lumber  Co.  t^ke. 

Mr.  Fabbeb.  Did  you  make  to  Mr.  Hines,  at  the  train,  when  you 
met  him,  any  statement  relative  to  Cook  and  O'Brien,  and  if  so, 
what  statement  did  yon  make  to  himt 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  told  Mr.  Hines  that  Cook  and  O'Brieo  desired  to 
meet  him  or  see  him;  that  they  had  telephoned  me  the  day  before, 
and  I  asked  him  what  was  the  best  time  or  the  most  convenient 
time  for  him  to  see  them,  and  he  told  me  he  thought  he  could  see 
them  about  11  o'clock. 

Mr.  Fabbeb.  Do  yon  know  where  Mr.  Hines  went  after  he  [>arted 
from  you  ! 

Mr.  Wibhe.  I  understood  he  went  to  the  Continental  Bank. 

Mr.  Fabsab.  Yon  did  not  go  to  the  bank  with  him! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  did  not;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  What  took  place  with  respect  to  Cook  and  O'Brien 
when  you  got  to  the  office! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  think  it  was  Mr.  Cook  called  me  on  the  phone, 
wanted  to  know  if  ^Ir.  Hines  had  arrived  in  town.  I  told  him  he 
had.  He  desired  to  know  what  time  he  cold  meet  Mr.  Hines.  I  told 
him  about  11  o'clock,  that  I  would  telephone  Mr.  Hines.  if  that  was 
agreeable  to  him,  and  have  him  over  there  at  11  o'clock,  at  the  (irand 
Pacific  Hotel. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  Did  vou  communicate  that  to  Mr.  Hines! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  did" 

Mr.  Fabbab.  Where  did  vou  find  Mr.  Hines  at  that  time? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  At  the  Continental  Bank. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  Thi.°  communication  was  how ! 

Mr.  WiEHE,  By  telephone. 

Mr.  Farrab.  I^d  you  see  Mr.  Baker  at  the  office  of  the  Hines  Lum- 
ber Co,  that  morning  after  you  had  parted  at  the  train! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Fabrab.  When  did  you  next  see  Mr,  Baker  after  yon  had  seen 
him  that  morning  on  the  arrival  of  the  train ! 

Mr,  WiEHE.  I  think  in  the  room  of  Mr,  Cook  at  the  Grand  Pacific 
Hotel. 

Mr.  Farbar,  Who  was  in  that  room  when  voii  arrived  there! 

Mr.  WrEHE,  Mr.  Hines.  Mr.  Cook.  Mr.  O'ferien.  and  Mr,  Baker. 

Mr.  Farrar.  How  did  vou  happen  to  go  to  that  conference,  Mr. 
Wiehe! 

ilr.  WrEHE,  Mr.  Hines  asked  me  to  go  there. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Now,  will  you  please  state  to  the  committee  what  was 
the  subject  matter  that  was  discussed  between  the  parties  in  the  room 
of  Cook  and  O'Brien  that  morning! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Matters  in  relation  to  the  Virginia  &  IJniny  !,iikp  Co. 

Mr.  Fareab.  What  matters! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  The  particular  matter  was  in  refeieiice  to  the  stocJc 
holding  of  Mr.  Hines  and  his  voting  that  stock  with  the  Weyer 
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haeuser  people.  They  had  some  fears  that  he  might  consolidat«  iri  | 
the  Weyerhaeusers  and  do  some  injury  to  their  interests.  Mr.  Hiir- 
assured  them  that  there  was  nothing  in  that;  Uiat  he  proposed  :■ 
vote  that  stock  while  he  controlled  the  Hines  Lumber  Co.,  or  sant- 
thinf;  to  that  effect.  We  also  discussed  othw  matters  in  relatitfli  t. 
the  company. 

Mr.  Farbar.  Was  that  converBBtion  interrupted  in  any  way  hr 
any  incident  that  you  remember? 

Mr.  WiBHB.  Yes. 

Mr.  Farbab.  What  was  the  incidmt! 

Mr.  WnoHE.  Mr.  Mines  talking  on  the  tdephtmet 

Mr.  Fabkab.  Do  you  remember  who  went  to  the  telephone  wbnj :: 
rang? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Idonot;no.  I  do  n(A  remember  just  who  w«nt  thei 
first.  I  think  Mr.  Oook  went  there  first,  because  that  vma  his  rooL,| 
I  presume  he  went  there. 

Mr.  Fabrab.  You  have  no  personal  memory,  though,  of  who  wt' 
to  the  telephone? 

Mr.  W™hk.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  Did  you  hear  what  was  said  at  the  Hines  rad  of  ih- 
telephone  ? 

Mr.  WixHE.  I  did. 

Mr,  Fabkar.  Can  you  state  your  own  memory  now  of  what  y^- 
heard  Mr.  Hines  say  ov«r  the  telephone? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Fabrar.  Please  state  it. 

Mr,  WiEHE,  "  I  have  just  talked  with  the  governor,  and  he  wL 
do  whiit  you  want  him  to  do,"  and  if  necessary  he  offered  to  go  down 
to  Springfield  that  night  or  the  next  day.  He  said,  "  You  kno» 
how  the  administration  feels  about  your  election.  Ijeave  no  ston 
unturned  to  be  elected." 

Mr.  Fabbab.  Was  there  anything  said  by  Mr.  Hines  to  the  effect 
that  he  would  come  down  to  Springfield  with  all  the  money  nere^ 
sary  ? 

Mr.  AViEiiE.  No  such  conversation,  or  no  such  thing  was  said. 

Mr.  F.vbr.\b.  Was  there  anything  said  about  money  at  all  at  ihf 
Hines;  end  of  the  conversation? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  There  was  not. 

Mr.  Fabrar,  Do  you  remember  whether  any  comment  was  madt 
either  by  Mr,  Hines,  or  by  any  member  of  tiie  party  there  presenu 
as  to  the  subject  matter  of  that  conversation  ? 

Mr,  ^ViEHE,  My  recollection  is  that  Mr.  Hines  turned  around  and 
said  he  had  juwt  been  talking  to  Mr.  Lorimer,  the  senat<Hial  candidsK. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  After  that  incident  was  over,  what  is  your  memorj 
as  to  what  thereafter  took  place  in  that  room? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Well,  I  think  we  discussed  the  Virginia  &  Kainy  Lski' 
matter  a  little  further,  and  some  matters  ccHinected  with  that  codi- 
pany;  and  then  Mr.  Hines  and  I  left  there  and  went  to  the  Unioo 
League  Club  for  luncheon. 

Im-.  Fabbab.  How  long  did  you  remain  at  the  club  at  luncheon  ind 
after  the  luncheon? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  should  think  about  two  hours. 

Mr.  Fabrar.  After  you  had  finished  your  lunch,  do  you  rememl«r 
where  you  and  Mr.  Hines  went? 
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Mr.  Wuhx.  We  went  down  in  the  msin  lounging  room  first.  A 
tittle  later  Mr.  Hines  went  to  the  telephone  and  I  went  with  him. 

Mr.  Fabbal  Where  were  the  tel^hones  ntu&ted  in  the  club  at  that 
time)   Wbere  they  are  situated  now  or  in  a  different  place! 

Mr,  Wnttk.  In  a  different  place.  They  were  Bituated  just  north  of 
the  washroom,  on  the  rifht-hand  side  as  yon  went  to  the  washroom. 

The  Chaibiun.  Wookl  that  be  opposite  where  they  now  arel 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Sort  of  cater-cornwing  from  where  they  now  are; 
jes,  sir. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  In  other  words,  as  you  walked  into  that  club  the 
then  locatifHi  of  the  telephwies  would  be  on  your  right-hand  side! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  As  you  went  toward  the  waaliroom. 

Mr.  Pabbab.  As  you  went  toward  the  wa^rocHn? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  Now,  they  are  located  on  the  left-hand  side  of  that 
passaged 

^[r.  WiEHE.  Yes;  and  a  little  farther  away  from  the  wanh  room, 
or  s  little  farther  away  from  -the  place  where  they  were  formerly, 
Md  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  passageway. 

Mr.  Faxrar.  There  is  a  diagram  here,  Mr.  Wiehe,  of  that  club. 
ITill  you  kindly  look  at  that  diagram  and  indicate  by  a  letter  of  t^ome 
sort,  which  you  will  name,  your  memory  of  the  then  location  of  the 
telephones  ? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  Make  an  "  X  "  or  "  T  "  or  acme  o\her  letter  that  you 
may  select. 

The  Chaibman.  He  has  done  that. 

Mr.  Fakbab.  What  letter  have  you  marked  as  the  location  of  the 
lelephones? 

Mt.  WiBHE.  I  have  marked  a  star. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  Is  that  in  one  of  the  rooms  that  is  now  marked 
■office"? 

ilr.  WiEHB.  I  started  to  explain.  It  is  the  room  just  west  of  what 
is  tailed  here  "office";  the  room  that  is  marked  "office"  is  not  the 
offi<%.  That  is  the  waiting  room,  and  the  office  is  now  where  I  have 
■be  star.  -The  telephone  room  at  that  time  was  in  the  room  tliat  is 
aow  the  office  room. 

■fhe  Chaibman.  Which  you  have  marked  with  a  star,  with  a 
MncU? 

Mr.  Wiehe,  With  a  star,  with  a  pencil. 

The  Chaibman.  And  that  is  diagonally  across  the  pas-sageway 
from  the  present  booths? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes,  sir;  the  booths  are  right  across  this  passageway, 
-0  the  left. 

The  Chaibman.  Slightlv  nearer  th&  wash  room  tlian  the  present 
Wths* 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Yes.  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  On  the  same  passageway,  but  on  a  different  side 
Will  a  little  farther  down  t 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  How  many  times  did  Mr.  Hines  go  to  the  telephone? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  I  think  he  went  twice, 

Mr.  Fabbab.  Did  vou  go  with  him  on  both  occasions  ? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  did".    ' 
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Mr.  Fab&ar.  Do  you  know  with  whom  he  made  connecdoii  on  the 
telephone  or  to  whom  he  talked  t 

Mr.  WiEUE.  I  know  he  said  he  talked  with  the  Associated  Press. 

Mr.  Farbar.  You  do  not  know  of  your  own  personal  knovledge ! 

Mr.  WnsE.  I  do  not  know  of  my  personal  knowledge,  except 
what  he  said  when  he  came  out  from  the  phone. 

Mr.  Farrab.  Let  me  Qnish  my  question.  You  do  not  know  of  youi 
own  perisonal  knowledge  with  whom  he  tal^d  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  That  is  what  I  said. 

Mr.  Fabrar.  Do  you  know  what  was  the  object  which  yon  and  Mr. 
Hines  had  in  going  to  the  telephone  and  communicating  with  the 
Associated  Press! 

Mr.  WiBHE.  I  do. 

Mr.  Farrar.  What  was  the  object  on  those  occasions  t 

Mr.  WiBHE.  He  desired  to  know  how  the  balloting  came  out « 
Springfield  in  reference  to  the  election  of  Senator. 

Mr.  Fabrar.  What  was  the  interval  between  those  two  visits  to  tbe 
t«Iephoiie  booth  t 

Mr.  WiEHE,  I  should  think  5  or  10  minutes. 

Senator  Kern.  You  say  you  both  went  to  the  telephonet 

Mr,  WiEHE.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  both  go  in  the  booth! 

Mr.  WiXHE.  No ;  I  stood  outside  of  the  booth. 

Mr,  Farbar.  What  news  did  you  receive  or  did  Mr,  Uinee  reoeiie 
on  the  occasion  of  his  second  visit  to  the  telephone? 

Mr.  WiBHB,  He  came  out  and  said  that  Iiorimer  was  dect«i 
Senator. 

Mr.  Farbar.  When  Mr.  Hines  came  out  of  the  telephone  bonih. 
what  did  you  and  he  do;  in  what  direction  did  you  go? 

Mr.  WiBHB.  We  came  out  of  the  telephone  booth,  and  w«lN| 
north  in  the  passageway  leading  to  the  outside  entrance  of  tli<  I 
buildine;  in  other  words,  we  started  to  go  out  of  the  club. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Were  you  walking  tf^ther,  or  were  you  aeparstpi 
from  each  other  by  any  distance! 

Mr,  WiEHE.  No,  sir;  we  were  walking  t^^ther. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  Whom  did  vou  meet  in  that  passageway? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Mr.  H.  H.  HetUer. 

Mr.  Farbab.  Do  you  remember  where  you  met  him ! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do. 

Mr.  Farrar.  What  was  he  doing  when  you  met  him  ? 
.     Mr.  WiEHE.  He  was  walking  toward  us. 

Mr.  Farbab,  What  conversaticm  arose,  if  any,  between  yon  nnJ' 
Mr.  Hettler,  or  between  Mr.  Hines  and  Mr.  Hettler  on  that  occasiffli! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  had  no  conversation  with  him.  He  asked  Mr. 
Hines  where  he  came  from,  and  said  he  looked  rather  cheerful,  aii'i; 
asked  him  what  the  cause  of  it  was.  And  Hines  told  him  that  !i*' 
had  just  talked  with  the  Associated  Press,  and  that  a  new  SenslT 
had  been  elected.  He  wanted  to  know  who  it  was,  and  Mr.  Hinft- 
told  him  Lorimer;  and  he  said  he  was  glad  to  hear  it;  and  we  pasf*^l 
on  and  went  out  of  the  club.    I  do  not  know  where  he  went. 

Mr.  Farbar.  Did  Mr.  Hines  on  that  occasion  use  to  Mr.  Hettler 
Innguage  of  this  kind :  "  I  have  elected  Iiorimer.  I  personally  i^'a 
it  "f    Or  anything  of  that  sort? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No  such  conversation  took  place. 
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Mr.  Fabsas.  After  the  matt«r  with  reference  to  Senator  Lorimer's 
election  was  finished  did  Mr.  Hines  and  Mr.  Hettler  then  enter  into 
a  discussion  of  the  tariff? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  No,  sir. 

Mr,  Farbar.  You  are  certain  there  was  no  tari:ff  discussion  be- 
tween them  at  that  time^ 

Mr,  WiEHE.  Absolutely  certain;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Did  Mr.  Hines,  in  that  conversation  with  Mr.  Hettler, 
in  respect  to  Senator  Lorimer's  election,  make  to  Mr,  Hettler  the 
statement  that  he,  Hines,  had  just  been  talking — waving  his  handa 
toward  the  telephone — with  Sector  Lorimer? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  He  did  not, 

Mr-  Farbas.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  Mr.  Hines  stated  to  Mr. 
Hettler  that  he  had  been  talking  to  the  Associated  Press  t 

Mr.  WiEHE,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Farrar.  That  was  the  statement  that  he  madet 

Mr.  WiBHB.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Farbar.  Did  you  go  off  and  leave  Mr.  Hinea  there  in  crai- 
versation  with  Mr.  Hettler  or  did  vou  and  Mr.  Hines  pass  on  to- 
gether and  leave  Mr.  Hettler  there  f 

Mr.  WiBHE.  We  passed  on  tc^;ether  and  went  out  of  the  club. 

Mr,  Fabeab.  Do  you  remember  an  occasion  when  you  went  down 
late  at  night  to  the  hotel  in  Chicago  to  see  Cook  and  O'Brien! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  How  did  you  happen  to  go  down  there  that  night  to 
see  those  gentlemen ! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  went  down  there  on  a  telephone  communication  frcHu 
Mr.  Hines. 

Mr.  Farbab.  At  what  time  that  night  did  you  communicate  with 
Mr.  Hines* 

Mr.  WiEHE,  I  communicated  with  him  along  about  half  past  11, 
I  ^ould  say. 

Mr.  Farbab.  Where  were  you  when  you  communicated  with  him! 

Mr.  WiEHE..  At  my  house. 

Mr.  Farbar.  Where  had  you  been  prior  to  the  time  of  this  com- 
munication with  Mr.  Hines! 

Mr.  WiBHB.  I  WJ18  at  a  theater. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  Did  you  call  up  Mr.  Hines  when  you  got  home  that 
night  or  did  Mr.  Hines  call  you  up  when  you  got  home  from  the 
theater! 

Mr.  WiBHB.  When  I  got  home  I  called  him  up. 

Mr.  Fabeab.  Why  did  you  call  Mr.  Hines  up? 

Mr.  WiBHB.  He  had  been  calling  me  from  half  past  8  in  the 
evening^ 

Mr,  Fabbab.  How  did  you  know  that ! 

Mr.  WiBHB.  My  folks  at  the  house  told  me;  my  son,  my  sister-in- 
law,  and  my  daughter  waited  up  until  I  got  home  that  night. 

Mr.  Fabeab.  How  long  after  you  got  nome  did  you  call  up  Mr. 
Hines! 

Mr.  WiBHE.  I  called  him  up  at  once. 

Mr.  Farbab.  What  is  your  present  memory  of  what  Mr.  Hines 
told  you  he  wanted  you  to  do? 

Mr.  WtBHB.  He  told  me  to  go  down  and  see  Messrs.  Cook  and 
O'Brien  at  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel.    He  said  somebody  had  tele- 
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phoned  him  something  about  a  subpoena  having  been  issued  flnd  the 

frand  jury  being  in  session,  and  he  wanted  Cook  and  O'Brien  to 
eep  out  of  the  way  until  the  matter  had  blown  over. 

Mr.  Farrak.  Did  Mr.  Hines  tell  you  that  he  had  gotten  that  tele- 
phonic communication  from  Senator  Lorimer? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  He  did  not. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Did  he  tell  you  from  whom  he  had  gotten  that  tele- 
phonic communication  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  recollect  that  he  did.  He  said  that  he  re- 
ceived the  telephonic  communication. 

Mr.  Farrab,  Did  he  tell  you  from  what  place  that  communication 
had  come  to  him  * 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes;  he  said  some  one  at  Duluth  hdd  telephoned. 

Mr.  Farrar.  After  you  received  this  request  over  the  telejihone 
from  Mr.  Hines,  what  did  you  do? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  went  down  to  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel. 

Mr.  Farrar.  How  did  you  go  down? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  In  an  automobile. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Your  own,  or  somebody  else's? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  My  own. 

Mr.  Farrar.  How  long  does  it  take  to  go  in  an  auto  from  your 
house  to  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  About  six  minutes. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Had  vou  started  to  go  to  bed  before  vou  started  to 
the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel? 

Mr,  WiEHE,  I  had  not. 

Mr,  Farrar.  Had  you  taken  off  yonr  collar  and  your  cravat? 

Mr.  WiEHE,  I  had  not, 

Mr,  Farbab.  Had  you  been  to  bed  in  your  house  before  you  started 
to  go  down  there  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Farram.  If  I  understand,  you  had  come  directly  from  the 
thesiter  to  your  house,  found  that  you  were  wanted  by  Mr,  Hines. 
telephoned  to  Mr.  Hines.  got  his  mes.sage,  got  in  your  auto,  and  went 
down  to  the  hotel.     Is  th.it  right? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  That  is  correct ;  yes.  sir. 

Mr.  F.iRRAR.  Do  you  remember  whether  Mr.  Hines  said  to  yoii  in 
this  conversation  that  he  had  received  from  Duluth  a  telephonic 
mes-sage  .saying  that  Cook  had  been  talking  indiscriminately  around 
the  hotels  and  on  the  trains  about  a  conversation  from  his  room,  and 
that  he  understood  that  there  was  a  subprena  out  for  them,  and  to 
suggest  to  them  to  get  out  of  the  way  until  the  matter  blew  over; 
or  did  he  sugge-st  that  if  Cook  kept  on  talking  he  might  be  sub- 
pcenaed  ? 

Mr.  WiEiiE.  He  may  have  said  that.  The  thing  that  made  the 
impres.';ion  on  my  mind  was  the  grand  jury  l>eing  in  session,  and  for 
them  to  keep  out  of  the  way  until  the  matter  had  blown  over. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Your  present  memory  is  that  you  do  not  know 
whether  Mr.  Hine.s  slated  that  a  subpcena  had  been  issued  for  these 
men  or  that  a  subpoena  might  be  is.sued  for  them  if  Mr.  Cook  kept 
on  talking? 

Mr.  WiEiiE.  I  think  he  .said  a  subpcena  might  be  issued  for  them. 

Mr.  Fabrar.  That  js  your  present  recollection? 

Mr.  WiEiiE,  Tluit  is  my  recollection;  yes,  sir. 
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:.  Ifflp.  F^mAB.  Did  you  fiecl  C<x>k  Bnd  O'Brien  at  the  hotdl 

Mr.  WiBHE.  I  did. 

Mr.  Fabsar.  Where? 
:    Ur.  WiEHB.  Id  Uie  Grand  Pacific  Hotel. 

Mr.  Fabhab.  What  did  you  sa^y  to  them? 

Mr.  WiEaB.  I  told  thoa  that  Mr.  Hines  had  telephoned  me  that 
ikw  grand  jurr  was  in  session,  tmd  he  desired  them  to  keep  out  of 
the  way  until  the  matter  that  was  ihea  pen^n;  had  t^own  over. 

Mr.  f'AjtSAB.  Didyou  tell  thoae  gentlemen,  or  either  of  them,  on 
that  occasion,  that  Mr.  Lorimer  had  telephoned  to  Mr.  Hines) 
.    Mr.  WaHB.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Farrab.  Do  you  know  wheUier  Mr,  Lorimer  knew  Co<^  ot 
knew  O'Brien. 
.    Mr.  WiBBS.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Fabrar.  Do  ;^ou  know  whether  Mr.  Lorimer  knew  at  that  time 
that  there  were  any  tWo  such  individuals  in  existence? 

Mr.  Wi£H£.  I  could  not  say  as  to  that.  I  do  not  know  what  Mr. 
Lorimer  knew  in  that  respect. 

Mr.  Farrab.  Do  you  know  where  Mr.  Lorimer  was  at  that  time? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No;  I  do  not.    I  do  not  know  where  he  was. 

Mr.  Fahrar.  Do  tou  know  whether  he  was  in  Washington,  in  Chi- 

■«),  or  in  Duiuthf 
Mr.  WiEHE.  That  I  do  not  know.    I  do  not  know  where  he  was. 

Senator  Gamhj).  This  conversation  was  some  time  in  the  early 
part  of  May,  1910? 

Mr.  WiEHa  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Yesj  I  am  going  to  bring  that  out.  Do  you  locate 
about  the  date  of  this  conversation,  Mr.  Wiehe? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  thing  it  was  about  the  time  this  White  story  was 
published  in  the  papers.     That  is  my  best  recollection. 

Mr.  Farbar,  About  that  time? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Fabrar.  Mr.  Cook  stated  that  there  was  some  conversation 
between  yourself  and  himself  on  that  occasion,  in  which  you  stated 
that  Hines  had  given  instructions  around  the  office  for  the  emplOTeee 
to  say  nothing;  but  that  when  the  newspaper  men  came  around,  he 
(Hines)  could  give  them  two  columns.  Do  you  remember  having 
any  conversation  of  that  sort  with  Mr.  Cook? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  had  no  such  conversation. 

Mr.  Fabbar.  Do  you  remember  stating  to  him  another  thing  that 
Mr.  Hines  talked  too  much  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  remember  that  I  would  not  aay  that  I  did 
not  say  that. 

Mr.  Fahrar.  I  say,  you  will  not  say  that  you  did  not  say  thati 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No,  air. 

Mr.  Farhar.  You  have  no  memta^,  have  you,  of  making  that  state- 
ment at  that  time  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  recollect  that  T  made  t^at  statement;  noj  air. 

Mr.  Farrab.  There  is  another  statement  of  Mr.  Cook's  connected 
with  that  which  might  ^ve  you  ^me  clue.  Ha  says  that  you  said 
that  some  day  they  would  "  get  Hines." 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I  never  made  any  such  st&twient. 
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Mr.  Fabbab.  Had  Mr.  Hines,  to  your  knowledge,  d<Mie  anytlung 
for  which  he  could  be  "  gotten  ?  " 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Not  to  my  knowledge ;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Fabrab.  So  th&t,  no  matter  how  much  he  talked^  if  he  told 
the  truth  he  could  not  be  "  eotten  "  by  anybody  for  anyuingl 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Unless  they  &amed  up  something  on  him. 

Senator  Kenton.  Why  did  you  want  these  men  to  get  out  of  town, 
when  the  grand  jury  was  in  session  there! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  had  no  notion  about  it  at  alL  I  was  simply  canyiog 
the  message. 

Senator  Kenyon.  You  simply  carried  the  message  for  Mr.  Blnef, 
for  them  to  get  out  of  town! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Farrar.  What  was  the  sentiment,  so  far  as  you  know,  of  Mr. 
Cook  toward  Mr.  Hines  at  the  time  you  delivered  this  message? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  It  was  about  as  bad  as  it  could  be. 

Mr.  Farrar.  At  that  time) 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Sir?     No;  not  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Farrar.  I  am  calling  your  attention  to  Mr.  Cook's  position 
towards  Mr.  Hines  at  that  time. 

Mr.  WiEHE.  At  that  time  they  appeared  to  be  very  friendly. 

Mr,  Farrar.  When  did  that  condition  of  Mr.  Cook's  mind  and 
sentiment  towards  Mr.  Hines  change) 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Well,  I  think  that  started  some  time  in  1910,  and  it 
dragged  along  up  to  the  present  time. 

Senator  Kern.  This  was  in  1910,  was  it  not! 

Mr.  Farrak.  That  conversation  was  in  1910. 

Mr,  WiEHE.  I  say  later  than  that — later  in  the  year. 

Mr.  Farrar,  Later  than  the  conversation  i 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Farrar,  Do  you  know,  from  contact  with  Mr.  Cook,  what  the 
condition  of  his  mind  toward  Mr,  Hines  was! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do. 

Mr,  Farrar,  Wait  a  minute.  Let  me  finish  my  question,  please. 
Do  you  know,  from  contact  with  Mr,  Cook,  what  the  condition  of 
his  mind  toward  Mr.  Hines  was  as  of  the  date  of  the  Virginia  A 
Sainy  Lake  meeting  in  March,  1911 ! 

Mr,  WiEHE.  Yes;  I  know  what  his  mind  was  then  and  before  then. 

Mr.  Farrar,  What  was  it! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  He  would  do  most  anything  to  injure  Mr.  Hines 
that  he  could  do. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Do  you  know  what  threats  Cook  made,  if  any,  of 
your  own  knowledge ! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do. 

Mr.  Farrar.  What  threats  did  he  make ! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  met  him  at  the  La  Salle  Hotel 

Mr.  Farrar.  When! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  think  that  was  in  February. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Of  what  year! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  February,  1911.  I  met  him  twice  there.  He  caUed 
me  up  on  the  telephone  and  said  he  wanted  to  meet  me  there,  and  I 
went  down  to  see  him,  and  the  first  visit  he  said  that  Mr.  Hines  had 
promised  to  get  some  man  to  buy  his  stock,  and,  by  God,  he  wanted 
Hines  to  carry  out  this  agreement. 
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Mr.  Fabrab.  What  stock  did  he  refer  tot 

Mr.  WiEHE.  His  stock  in  the  Virginia  &  Kainy  Lake  Co.  I  told 
him  I  did  not  know  aaythios  about  that  conversation ;  that  if  Hines 
had  agreed  to  get  a  man  to  oaj  his  stock  I  thought  he  would  cariy 
out  his  agreement. 

Mr.  Fahrar.  There  is  no  need  Co  go  into  the  details  of  the  conver- 
sation, except  to  state  what  threats  this  man  made,  if  any.  The 
other  side  can  bring  out  the  details,  if  they  want  to.  I  simply  want 
you  to  answer  that  question  as  to  what  threats,  if  any,  he  made 
against  Mr.  Hines  at  that  time. 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Well,  I  do  not  know  as  he  made  any  threat  against 
Mr.  Hines  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Farrab.  The  question  I  asked 

Mr.  WiEHE  (interrupting).  I  am  trying  to  answer  you. 

Mr,  Fahrar.  The  question  that  I  asked  you,  if  you  please,  Mr. 
Wiehe,  related  to  threats  made  by  Cook  against  Hines. 

Mr.  Wiehe.  He  did  not  make  any  threats  against  Mr,  Hines  at 
that  time. 

Mr.  Farbar.  Put  your  memory,  now,  on  the  occasion  when  Mr. 
Cook  did  make  any  threats. 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Some  time  later  than  that  he  wrote  a  letter  in  which 
he  threatened  to  expose  Mr,  Hines. 

Mr.  FARR.tR.  That  letter  is  before  the  committee.  I  am  asking  you 
about  any  threats  that  Cook  made  prior  to  the  time  when  he  wrote 
that  Irtter. 

Mr.  vViEHE.  He  made  no  threats  against  Mr.  Hines  just  then. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Against  whom  did  he  make  threats! 

Mr.  WiBHE,  This  is  what  he  said — if  you  want  me  to  tell  you  what 
he  said, 

Mr.  Fakhar.  Yes. 

Mr.  Wiehe.  He  said  that  he  was  in  Chicago  to  sell  his  stock,  and, 
by  God,  he  was  going  to  stay  there  until  he  did  sell  it;  and  he  was 
going  to  make  somebody  buy  it;  that  thin^  were  getting  pretty  hot 
around  Chicago;  and  the  grand  jury  was  m  session,  and  something 
would  happen,     I  asked  him  why  he  did  not  go  before  the  grand 

Jury  and  get  it  out  of  his  system.  Then  he  asked  me  how  I  would 
ike  to  see  him  sell  his  stock  to  a  thousand  niggers  and  lewd  women, 
and  he  used  a  vulgar  term  regarding  it,  I  told  him  that  if  he  thought 
that  was  the  thing  to  do  to  his  partners  he  ought  to  go  and  do  it. 

Mr.  Farrar.  About  what  time  was  that  conversation! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  That  was  in  February, 

Mr.  Farrar.  Before  he  wrote  this  letter  to  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser? 

Mr,  Wiehe.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  Did  he  say  anything  else  of  a  similar  tenor  to  that 
which  you  have  already  told  us? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  do  not  know  what  you  are  getting  at, 

Mr.  Farrar.  Is  that  all  of  Cook's  statements  ot  the  same  kind  and 
nature  as  the  one  that  you  have  mentioned ! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  That  is  all  of  that  talk ;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Farbae.  Were  there  other  talks  in  which  any  similar  state- 
ments were  made! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  No;  I  did  not  meet  him  after  that  until  this  meetmg 
of  the  Virginia  &  Rainy  Lake  Co. 
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Mr.  Fabbab.  Were  any  messages  brought  to  you  fccun  Me.  .Cook 
aft^  that  date,  that  you  rememmrt 

Mr.  Wtbkb.  Y«6;  I  received  a  letter  from  him  which  he  sAei  me 
to  forward  to  Mr.  Hinee. 

Mr.  Fabr^r.  Leaving  out  of  view,  now,  his  letter  to  Mr^  Weytt- 
haeuser,  and  leaving  out  of  view  the  copy  of  that  letter  whif^  Cfook 
sent  in  the  letter  to  you,  were  there  any  messages  brought  to  you  frcn 
Gook  through  other  persons! 
Mr.  Wi^B.  I  heard  what  be  had  said ;  yes. 

Mr.  Fabrab.  You  heard  that  he  bsKl  been  making  tlireats  to  o&a 
persons? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  He  made  this  same  statement  about  selling  the  stock 
to  another  man. 
Mr.  Fabbab.  Who  was  itt 
Mn  WiBHE.  Mr.  Harper,  of  Duluth. 
Mr.  Fabbar.  AVhat  is  Mr.  Harper's  first  namel 
Mr,  Wtehe.  J.  H.  Harper. 

Mr.  Farrab.  Was  Mr.  Harper  a  stockholder  in  the  Yii^inia  & 
Rainy  Lake  Co.! 
Mr.  WiEHS.  He  was, 

Mr,  Farrar.  Did  Mr.  Harper  tell  you  what  Cook  had  said  to  him! 
Mr.  WrBHE.  Yes,  sir. 
Mr.  Farrar.  When  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  At  the  hearing  of  the  Helm  committee  in  Springfield. 
after  I  had  questioned  Mr.  Cook. 
Senator  Kern.  After  you  had  done  what? 
Mr.  WiBHE.  After  I  asked  Cook  a  few  questions  there. 
Mr.  Farrar.  What  did  Mr.  Harper  8a;y  to  you ! 
Mr.  WiEHE.  He  told  me  that  same  thing  about  his  wanting  to  sell 
the  stock  to  niggers,  etc. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Are  we  to  understand  from  that  that  he  told  you  that 
Cook  had  said  the  same  thing  to  him  that  Cook  had  said  to  you  ? 
Mr.  WiEHE,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Farrar.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Cook  down 
at  the  Helm  committee! 

Mr.  Wtehe.  I  had  no  conversation  with  him  excepting  the  ques- 
tions I  asked  him, 

Mr.  Farrab.  That  is  a  matter  of  record  in  the  examination  be- 
fore the  Helm  committee! 
Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Farbar.  Did  you  go  before  the  Helm  committee  volnntarily 
or  were  you  summoned  tnere! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  was  subpcenaed  there. 
Mr,  Farrar.  Did  you  go  there  alone! 
Mr.  WiEHE.  I  did. 

Mr.  Fahrab.  Did  you  have  any  counsel  there  to  represent  you 
at  all! 
Mr.  WiEHE.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Were  these  three  gentlemen  who  appeared  there — 
Mr.  Harper,  Mr.  Cusson,  and  Mr.  Johnson — snmmoned  by  the  c<Mn- 
mittee  or  did  you  ask  them  to  come  yourself! 
Mr,  WiEHE.  I  asked  them  to  go  there. 

Mr.  Farbab.  I  understood  you  to  say  that  yon  were  oaa  of  the 
directors  of  the  Virginia  &  Rainy  Lake  Co. ! 
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Mr.  WsiHc.  Yce,  BIT. 

Mr.  FijtsAs.  Was  your  stockholders'  meeting  in  that  company  held 
this  year  at  its  regular  time  or  was  it  postponra  f 

Mr.  WiBHE.  I  mink  it  was  postponed. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  How  many  times^  : 

Mr.  WiBHii.  I  think  several  times. 

Mr.  Fahrah.  Wh^t 

Mr.  WiBHB.  I  think  Mr,  Hines  was  away  for  some  reason. 

Mr.  Faheah.  You  think  it  was  because  of  Mr.  Hines's  absence? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr,  Fabkab.  Where  was  Mr,  Hineet 

Mr,  WiHHE.  I  think  he  was  down  here  in  Washington. 

Mr.  Fahrah.  Can  you  state  from  your  own  memoir  how  muoh  of 
the  time  during  January,  February,  and  March  of  the  preeant  year 
Mr.  Hines  spent  here  in  Washington? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Practically  all  the  time. 

Mr,  Faksar.  Were  tou  in  Chicago  the  whdle  period  between  the 
7tb  of  February  and  the  7th  of  Manshi 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  was  these  that  whole  time  or 
not.  I  was  there  up  to  the  18th  or  19th  of  February,  and  po^b^  the 
20th  of  February. 

Mr.  Farras.  Your  memory  is,  however,  that  Mr.  Hines  was  absent 
from  Chicago  and  here  in  Washington  most-of  the  time  .prior  tO'th« 
4ih  of  March  of  this  year  1 

Mr.  WiEHE,  I  think  he  was;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Fabrab.  On  what  date  in  this  year  was  the  itockholders* 
meetingof  the  Virginia  &  Rainy  Lake  Oo.  held  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  March  8.  '  ■  - 

Mr.  Farbab.  Did  you  attend  that  meeting! 

Mr.  WiEHE,  I  did. 

Mr.  Farrar,  How  did  you  go  up  there ! 

Mr.  WiEHR.  I  went  by  train, 

Mr.  Farrar.  When  did  you  leave  Chicago? 

Mr,  WiEHE.  I  left  Chicago  on  the  ni^t  of  the  ©th  of  March. 

Mr.  Farrar.  To  what  point  did  you  go  first  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Duluth,  Minn. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Who  went  with  you  on  that  train  ? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Mr.  Hines. 

liix.  Fabrab.  Who  else? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  That  is  all. 

Mr.  Fabbar.  Whom  did  you  meet  at  Duluth  connected  with  your 
company  ? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  With  Uie  Virginia  &.  Rainy  Lake  Co.  * 

Mr.  Farrar.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  WiBHS.  I  met  Mr.  Lindsay,  Mr.  Momby,  Mr.  Fred  Weyer- 
haeuser, Mr.  Rudolph  Weyerhaeuser,  Mr.  John  Wayerhaeusft,  Mr.  J. 
H.  Harper,  Mr.  Cusboiq,  I  think  some  gentleman  from  Wausau, 
Wis. — I  can  not  recollect  his  name  just  now— and  Mr.  Bailey,  <H 
Washburn  £  Bailey. 

Mr.  Farrar.  At  what  time  did  you  leave  Duluth  to  go  to  Vii^nia, 
where  I  understand  this  corporation  had  its  home? 

Mr.  WzBHE.  I  left  Duluth  at  7.10  in  the  eveniag. 

Mr.  Fabsab.  What  day  ? 

Mr.  WiBHB,  On  the  7th  of  March,  1911,  ii  GooqIc' 
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Mr.  Farrar.  What  car  of  the  train  did  you  enter  to  take  passage 
to  Virginia? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  The  last  car  of  the  train. 

Mr.  Fabrab.  What  kind  of  a  car  was  it — an  ordinary  day  coach  or 
a  sleeping  carf 

Mr.  Wdjhe.  a  sleeping  car. 

Mr.  Fareab.  How  many  of  you  in  the  party  went  into  thai 
sleeper? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  All  of  our  party  went  into  the  sleeper.  I  think  there 
were  12  altogether — H. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Did  you  see  Cook  and  O'Brien  on  that  train? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I  did  not  see  them  <ki  the  train ;  I  saw  them  get  ol 
the  train. 

Mr.  Farrar.  What  car  did  Cook  and  O'Brien  get  <mi? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  They  went  in  the  day  coach,  just  ahead  of  die  car 
we  were  in. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Did  either  Cook  or  O'Brien,  to  your  knowledge,  at 
anv  time  come  back  into  the  sleeper? 

Mr,  WiBHE.  Kot  to  my  knowledge ;  no,  sir. 

Mr,  Farrar.  Or  into  the  smoking  room  of  the  sleeper? 

Mr,  WiEHE.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Did  you  have  occasion  to  go  into  the  smoking  cchd- 
partment  of  that  sleeper  during  that  trip? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No;  I  had  no  occasion  to  go  in  there,  but  I  did  go  in. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Are  you  a  smoking  man,  Mr.  Wiehe? 

Mr.  WixHB.  I  am  not. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Do  you  smoke  cigars? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Farbas.  Did  you  at  that  time? 

Mr.  WiBHE,  I  did  not. 

Mr,  Farrar.  What  is  the  extent  of  your  smoking  habit,  Mr.  Wiehe ! 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Sometimes,  in  attending  a  banquet,  I  may  smoke  two 
or  three  puffs  of  a  cigarette  and  throw  it  away. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Because  it  is  fashionable  to  do  that  at  the  banquet? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  known  that  it  is  for  that  reason. 

Mr.  Farrar.  But  it  is  the  modem  fashion  to  smoke  cigar^tes  be- 
tween the  courses  at  banquets,  is  it  not,  sir? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  It  is  done. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Do  you  remember  how  long  it  was  after  the  car  left 
Duluth  before  you  went  into  the  smoking  compartment? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Oh,  I  should  think  20  or  2.5  mmutes  after  the  train 
pulled  out. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Of  course  you  do  not  pretend  to  give  the  time  with 
■  any  dM^ree  of  accuracy,  do  you? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  am  simply  giving  you  my  judgment  about  it. 

Mr,  Farrar.  Your  p.resent  conception  of  a  past  lapse  of  time? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  am  giving  you  my  best  recollection  and  judgment 
as  to  the  time. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Whom  did  you  meet  in  that  compartment  when  you 
got  there?  Can  you  recall  the  names  of  the  perrons  who  were  in  the 
compartment  when  you  reached  it? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  There  was  Mr.  Johnson,  Mr,  F.  E.  Weyerhaeuser, 
Mr. — well,  there  were  two  or  three  gentlemen  in  there  that  I  did  not 
know  at  that  time. 
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Mr,  Fabrab.  Have  you  lately  found  out  who  those  two  or  three 
gentlemen  were  that  were  in  there  that  you  did  not  know? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Farbar.  Applying  your  present  knowledge  back  to  your  then 
conception  of  the  fact,  can  you  state  now  the  names  of  the  persons 
that  were  in  that  car  whom  you  did  not  know? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Fabrab.  Who  were  they! 

Mr.  WixHE.  Mr.  Charles  McGowan  and  Mr.  J.  B.  Price  and  a 
man  named  Bunress. 

Mr.  Farhab.  Had  you  ever,  prior  to  that  occasion,  seen  Mr.  Mc> 
Gowan  or  Mr.  Burgess  or  Mr.  Price? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Fakbar.  Those  three,  then,  were  utter  strangers  to  you? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  They  were. 

Mr.  Fabrar.  What  in  regard  to  Mr.  Johnson? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  I  knew  Mr.  Johnson  before. 

Mr.  Fabrar.  You  knew  him? 

Mr.  WisHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Are  you  a  member  of  the  Concatenated  Order  of 
Hoo-hoos  ? 

Mr.  WixHE.  I  am  not 

Mr.  Fabrab.  Do  you  remember  whether  Mr.  Cusson  was  in  the 
car  when  you  went  in  there,  or  did  he  come  into  the  car  after  yoa 
got  there! 
_  Mr.  WiEHE.  My  recollection  was  that  he  was  in  there ;  but  he  has 
since  told  me  he  was  not. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  So  your  recollection 

Mr.  WiBHE.  I  thought  he  was  there  when  I  went  in.  That  was 
my  recollection  of  it. 

Mr.  Fabrar.  So  your  recollection  and  his  on  that  point  disagree? 

Mr.  WiEHE,  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Farrar.  What  did  you  do  when  you  went  in?  Where  did  you 
seat  yourself,  or  where  did  you  stand! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  sat  on  the  sofa  or  seat  of  the  room. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Which  part  or  end  of  that  sofa  did  you  sit  on — the 
right-hand  side  or  the  left-hand  side  or  the  middle! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  think  I  sat  in  the  second  seat  friHn  the  window. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Do  you  remember  who  occupied  the  seat  nest  to  the 
window? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  There  was  a  man  named  Mr.  McGowan — the  gentle- 
man that  I  met  here  to-day. 

Mr.  Farrab.  The  gentleman  whom  you  now  know  as  Mr.  Mc- 
Gowan ! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Did  you  recognize  Mr.  McGowan  when  you  met  him 
here  in  Washington! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  did. 

Mr.  Farrar.  While  you  were  in  that  car,  what  was  discussed  by 
the  parties  who  were  there !  Give  us  your  best  memory  of  the  sub- 
ject matters  that  were  discussed  by  the  parties. 

Mr.  WiEHE.  The  tariff,  reciprocity,  and  the  turning  of  the  water- 
shed, to  my  best  recollection. 
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Mr.  Fakrab.  Did  yon,  while  you  were  in  that  car,  have  any  de- 
tailed andspedific  conversaition  with  this  stranger  who  is  now  identi- 
fied as  Mr.  Bui^ess^ 

Mr.  WiHHE.  raid  not. 

Mr.  Fabrar.  -I  understood  you  to  say  that  you  did  not  at  that  time 
know  Mr.  Burgess! 

Mr,  WiEHB,  No,  sir ;  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Fabbar,  Had  you  ever  seen  him  before,  to  your  munoryf 

Mc  Wnax.  t  never  saw  him  before ;  no,  m:. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  Had  you  ever  heard  that  there  was  nxey  sudi  pM»on 
in  exietenoe  as  Buraass,  acoordin^  to  your  memory  1 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  did  n(rt;;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  Did  Mr.  Burgess  appear  to  be  acquaiiited  with  any 
of  the  other  pereons  in  that  car  on  Uuct  occasion  t 

Mr.  WiEHK.  I  think  he  knew  Mr.  Cusstm.  He  app«arod  to  know 
him. 

Mr.  Fabrar.  Do  you  remNnber^any  specific  oonTereation  that  took 
place  between  Mr,  Burgess  and  Mr.  Casson? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes;  they  had  some  discussion  ^mut  >d«ctrloJHght 
fixtures  or  bulbs,  or  something  of  that  sort. 

Mr,  Fabbab.  Do  you  remember  where  this  stranger,  now  identified 
as  Burgess,  sat  while  you  were  in  that  carf 

Mr.  Wibhb.  He  «at  in  a  chair. 

Mr.  Farkar.  Tothe  ri^t,  to  the  left,  or  in  front  of  yout 

Mr,  WiEHE.  He  sat  diagonally  across  from  me. 

Mr,  Fabbab.  Dii^onally  to  the  right  or  diagonally  to  the  left^ 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  think  diagonally  to  the  right,  to  my  best  recollection. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  Suppose  you  had  engaged  in  a  specific,  detailed  oon- 
v«»ation  wilih  Mr.  Burgeise  of  some  minutes'  dni^ion,  or  even  <hE  a 
minute's  duratiouj  from  the  position  where  you  were  siting  -to  tiie 
poeitflon  where  he  was  sitting-— wouSd  it  ha\-e  'been  poesible  for  the 
other  persons  in  the  car  to  hear  what  you  and  he  said ! 
■  Mr,  WiBHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Farbab.  Could  you  have  talked  to  Mr.  Burgess  without  lean- 
ing over  and  pulling  down  his  ear  and  whispering  into  it — could 
you  have  talked  in  tibe  ordinary  tone  of  voice  that  two  men  would 
talk  in  with  that  space  between  them,  without  everybody  in  &e  oar 
hearJDgwha*  you  »id  ( 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  think  everybody  in  tbe  compartment  would  have 
heard  what  I  said. 

Mr.  Fabbar,  Did  you  have  any  secret,  whispered,  under-voiced 
conversation  with  Mr,  Burgess  on  that  occasion  1 

Mr.  WiEBE,  I  idid  not. 

Mr.  Fabbar,  Do  you  remember  having  any  specific  con\-eraBtion 
with  him  whatsoever! 

Mr.  WiEHB.  r  would  not  say  that.  I  may  have  butted  into  this 
tariff  and  reciprocity  talk,  but  not  to  any  extent.  I  did  very  littie 
talking  in  the  car — that  is,  in  that  room. 

Mr.  Fabbar.  You  are  not  known  as  a  talimtive  man,  are  yout 

Mr.  Wiem:.  Well,  I  seem  to  have  gotten  that  r^utatioo  since  the 
Lorimer  case  has  been  pcoiding. 

Mr.  Farbab.  Mr,  Wiene,  I  propose  to  read  to  you  the  substance  of 
what  Mr.  Burgess  has  testified  to  befone  this  committAe,  iomI,  after 
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reading  the  substanae  of  vrhat  he  has  said^  I  shall  ask  you  a  queeUon, 
so  that  I  ask  you  now  to  give  your  particular  attention.    He  said : 

Mr.  John  Weyerhaeuser  was  sitting  on  Mr.  Wlehe's  left,  and  as  Mr.  Weyer- 
Imeuser  left  tbe  Eonoklng  compartownt  I  aaked  Mr.  Wf^e  If  tbst  iras  not  Johu 
WeyerbaeuEer,  und  he  replied  that  It  wua,  and  that  BtaRed  the  oanrartatloBj 
r  can  not  remember  how  the  convcrantlciu  drifted  over  onto  Lorliuer's  election. 
I  remember  mHklng  some  reniHrk  regarding  the  election  of  Mr.  I^rlmer  and 
Mr.  Wlehe  asked  me  wh.it  I  knew  aliout  Mr.  Ixirlnier's  election,  and  I  told  Mm 
my  knowledge  constsUd  of  my  information  gained  from  tlte  Dnlutli  Newa- 
Trlbune  nnd  the  Duluth  Evening  Herald  and  the  Chicago  Kxaodner,  and  hs 
made  the  remarb  that  I  did  not  know  very  damn  much,  about  It  And  then 
he  atartpd  in  to  enlighten  me  In  regard  to  Mr.  lAtrimer'B  Section. 

He  Bald  that  Mr.  Ijorimer  had  not  spent  any  of  hla  own  money  for  Mb  election, 
but  there  was,  aa  he  called  it,  a  Jack  ftot  raised  for  Hr.  Lorlmer'a  election,  and 
he  made  the  remark— this  remark  he  made  at  the  flnlah  of  the  conTersatton — 
he  says  r  "  There  was  a  Jock  iwt  rnlsed  for  Mr,  Lorlmer'a  election.  I  know,  what 
I  am  talking  abonf.  beeanse  I  aubecribed  JIO.OOO  to  it  myself." 

He  asked  me  rinriug  the  conversation  If  I  hiid  ever  heiird  of  the  Father 
<lreea  episode,  and  I  told  him  r  had  not  and  he  went  on  to  give  me  the  eipla- 
untlon  of  the  Father  Ureen  episode.  He  said  that  a  detec/lve  that  was  em- 
ployed by  a  private  detective  agency  to  get  evidence  against  Mr.  Lorlmer  by 
one  of  the  Chicago  newspapers— I  could  not  say  positively  whether  It  waa  the 
Chicago  It«cord-Herald  or  the  Chicago  Tribune,  as  he  had  mentioned  both  those 
papen  two  or  three  dltTerent  times—and  this  detective  bad  gone  to  Father 
Green  for  a  confessioa;  and  during  his  confession  he  had  confessed  to  Father 
Green  what  he  was  doing,  and  Father  Oreen  had  listened  to  the  confeaslon, 
and  be  bad  refused  to  give  him  absolution  until  be  had  made  a  clean  breast  of 
the  action  he  was  taking  In  the  Lorlmer  case.  The  paper  that  was  soppoaed  to 
have  employed  this  detective  agency  got  hold  of  tbe  matter  and  got  hold  of  one 
of  Father  Green's  photographs,  and  was  coming  out  with  a  full  page,  with 
Father  Green's  picture  end  his  Interest  In  the  alTalr;  nnd  before  they  i:Tinted 
It  they  had  called  Father  Green  up  and  asked  him  if  he  would  not  retract 
(Mrtaln  thlogs  that  he  had  said.  Father  Green  replied  that  be  would  not 
They  told  him,  then,  that  they  were  goli^  to  oome  out  with  a  fuD-page  photo- 
graph of  him  In  the  paper,  with  tbe  full  facta  In  the  case,  and  Father  Green 
told  them  that  If  they  did,  and  be  had  enough  Influence  In  Chicago,  he  would 
ciit  their  circulfttion  dowu  50  per  cent. 

Mr.  Wiehe,  did  you  have  any  audi  detailed  Malversation  of  that 
sort  with  Mr.  Burgess  in  respect  to  the  Lorimer  election  and  in  re- 
spect to  the  so-called  "Father  Green  episode  ? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  I  did  not 

Mr.  Farrab.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Burgess 
which  even  maliciously  could  be  distorted  into  what  I  have  read  to 
you  here  as  this  man's  testimony  i 

Mr.  WiBHB.  I  did  not.  He  is  an  absolute  liar  whm  be  makes  the 
statement. 

Mr.  Farkah.  Did  you  talk  about  the  Lorimer  election  with  this 
man  Burgess  at  all  t 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Fabhab.  Did  you  say  anything  to  him  about  a  jack  pot  I 

Mr.  WiBHS.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Farrab.  Did  you  say  anything  to  him  about  contributing 
$10,000  yourself  to  a  jack  pot* 

Mr,  WixHE.  I  did  not 

Mr.  Fabrab.  Did  you  say  to  him  anything  about  any  $100,000  fund 
or  jack  pot  or  slush  fund,  or  anything  of  that  sort! 

Mr.  WIEHB.  I  did  not 

Mr.  Fabrar.  Did  vou  mention  Father  Grewi's  nam«? 

Mr,  WiKQE.  I  did  not. 
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Mr.  Fabbar.  Did  70U  tell  him  uaj  such  detailed  story  as  he  has 
given  hwe  to  this  committee ! 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  F^RBAB.  Did  you  before  this  man  testified  here  ever  hear  any 
such  tale  in  respect  to  Father  Green  as  is  set  forth  in  this  testimony  1 

Mr.  WixHE.  Kot  as  related  there;  no. 

Senator  Gaubuc  Did  you  make  any  such  statements  in  his  pres- 
ence to  any  other  party,  that  he  might  have  heard,  as  indicated  by 
the  testimony  as  read  to  you  i 

Mr.  WiBHE.  No :  I  did  not. 

Senator  Kebn.  You  say  you  never  heard  the  Father  Qreen  episode 
told  in  that  way.  How  did  you  hear  it  told?  Did  you  ever  near  it 
told  at  aUt 

Mr.  WiEHX.  Why,  I  heard  some  story  told  later,  sometime  in 
April. 

Senator  Kebn.  What  was  that! 

Mr,  WiEHB.  Why,  I  heard  a  story  like  this — that  Mr.  Keely,  a 
detective,  had  been  employed  by  ihe  State's  attorney's  office,  and 
that  he  went  and  saw  Father  Green  and  stated  that  he  was  tired  of 
doing  the  crooked  work  they  wanted  him  to  do  at  the  State's  attomey'3 
officej  and  wanted  to  change  his  job.  Father  Green  told  him  that  he 
certainly  could  not  do  that  until  he  had  repaired  some  of  the  things 
in  the  crooked  work  that  was  going  on ;  that  he  would  have  to  make 
it  right.  One  of  the  things  I  neara  was  said — it  seemed  to  be  kind 
of  common  gossip — a  man  named  Beckemeyer  was  taken  out  by 
Mr.  Keely  ana  gotten  drunk,  tind  he  was  taken  down  in  the  red  light 
district  and  put  in  a  room  with  some  women — naked,  white  women 
and  colored  women — and  a  flash-light  picture  taken  of  him;  and 
when  he  refused  to  testify,  they  showed  him  this  picture.  Now,  that 
is  just  gossip  I  heard,  and  I  do  not  know  whether  that  is  true  or  not. 

Senator  Kern.  Beckemeyer  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  Father 
Green  incident.  Then,  did  you  further  hear  they  had  threat«ned 
Father  Green? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Noj  I  did  not  know  anything  about  that. 

Senator  Kebn.  This  Father  Green  business,  you  say  you  had 
heard  of? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  I  heard  some  gossip  to  that  effect ;  but  that  was  some 
time  after.    I  did  not  know  Father  Green  at  that  time. 

Senator  Kern.  I  know  you  did  not;  but  when  did  you  first  hear 
of  that  ? 

Mr,  WiBHE.  I  think  scHue  time  in  April. 

Senator  Kebn.  You  say  you  never  repeated  that  story  to  anybody} 

Mr,  WiEHE.  I  did  not  repeat  that  story ;  no,  sir. 

Senator  EIebn.  Did  you  repeat  what  you  just  told  us — this  Father 
Green  episode?    Do  you  say  you  never  repeated  that  to  anybody? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  think  I  repeated  it  to  anybody.  I  may  have 
talked  of  it ;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kebn.  You  do  not  remember  to  whom  you  did  talk  on  this 
subject  ? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  No ;  I  do  not. 

Senator  Futtoheb.  Did  you  ever  talk  to  Burgess  of  it! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No ;  I  did  not.    I  did  not  know  the  story  then. 

Senator  Kern.  Do  you  remember  whom  you  did  talk  to  about  it! 
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Hr.  WiEHz.  No;  I  do  not.  I  do  not  remember  who  I  talked  to 
about  it. 

Mr.  Fasrab.  Was  not  this  story  as  you  have  told  it  here,  along  in 
April  of  this  year,  a  matter  of  conunon  gossip  in  Cbicagot 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Yes. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  Were  there  not  hundreds  that  knew  the  story  as  you 
have  told  it  t 

Mr.  WiBBB.  I  do  not  know  that  there  were  hundreds  of  people.  It 
was  gossip  and  I  heard  it. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  This  man  further  says  in  his  testimony  that  you  told 
him  that  you  had  gotten  this  ^ry  from  Father  Green  himself  f 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  md  not  know  Father  Green. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  What  is  yonr  religion?  Are  you  a  Catholic  or  a 
Protestant  ( 

Mr.  WizHB.  I  am  a  Protestant. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  Do  you  belong  to  any  organization  that  the  Catholic 
church  does  not  favor ! 

Mr,  WiEHB.  Well,  I  do  not  know  whether  they  favor  them  or  not. 
I  am  a  Mason,  if  that  is  what  you  are  driving  at. 

Mr.  Fakrab.  Therefore  you  have  no  contact  and  had  no  contact 
prior  to  the  7th  of  March  with  Father  Green  at  all,  did  you ! 

Mr.  Wi£H£.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Fabrab.  Did  von  know  him  t 

Mr.  WiBHE.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  Had  you  ever  had  any  conversation  with  him  I 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Fabrak.  Now,  the  version  of  the  Father  Green  story  that  Mr. 
Burgess  has  told  here,  about  the  detective  being  employed  by  the 
newspaper  and  about  the  newspaper  demanding  a  retraction  of 
Father  Green  and  about  the  newspaper  getting  a  copy  of  his  picture, 
and  about  the  newspaper  threatening  him  with  publication,  and 
about  his  answer  there— did  you  ever  hear  that  version  of  that  story 
until  you  read  it  in  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Burgess? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  did  not. 

Senator  Kenton.  Had  you  known  Mr.  Burgess  ever  before  this 
incident ) 

Mr.  WiBHE.  I  never  saw  him  before  that  trip. 

Senator  Kbkton.  Do  you  know  now  where  he  lives? 

Mr,  WiEHB.  Yes;  I  do;  at  Duluth,  Minn. 

Senator  Kbnyon.  Do  you  know  whether  he  has  been  in  Chicago 
very  much? 

Mr.  WiBHB.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  him  at  all.  I  never  saw 
the  man  before. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  say  this  whole  story  as  read  to  you  by 
Judge  Farrar  is  untrue? 

Sfr.  WiEHB.  An  absolute  lie. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  point  out  John  Weyerhaeuser  to  him 
at  all? 

Mr.  WiBHB.  I  did  not.  John  Weyerhaeuser  did  not  sit  in  the 
room  at  all.  ■  v    ti»  ' 

Senator  Kenton.  Have  you  ever  had  any  trouble  with  Mr. 
Burgess? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  1  have  never  had  individually;  no,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon:  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Hines  has? 
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■  Mr.  WiB&B.  1  think  the  compaay  has.    M«-.  Cusstm  hxt  stMae  diffi- 
culty with  him,  I  believe. 

-  Senator  iB-Asmu.  The  witness  who  tealtfiedf 
Mr.  WiSHB.  Yte. 

Senator  Kenton.  And  this  story  you  say  is  an  ateoluto  oreatuM  of 
tile  imasiDatioB  t  , 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Well,  I  will  not  say  that  it  is  an  absolute  creature 
af  the  imaginftti4»i.  I  think  it  ie  a  frame-up  between  Burgess  uid 
Cook. 

Senator  Kern.  You  say  young  Weyerhaeuser  w«s  not  in  tiie  smok- 
ine  compartment  th&t  night! 

Mr.  Farrar.  John  Weyerhaeuser. 

-  Mr.  WiEHB.  Yea;  he  stuck  his  head  in  there,  but  he  tiiought  the 
smoke  was  too  thick. 

Senator  Kern,  Did  you  state  in  your  testimony  before  the  Helm 
CMmnittee  that  there  were  three  Weyerhaeusers  in  t^e  coaipartment! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes;  but  I  was  mistaken  about  it,  Chariie  Weyer- 
haeuser was  in  California.    He  was  not  there  at  all. 

Senator  Kisn.  When  did  you  find  out  that  you  were  mistaken  f 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Ri^t  after  I  testified. 

Senator  Kbrn.  Did  not  yon  have  a  clear  recollection  of  what  you 
were  testifying  to  when  you  testified  at  Springfield? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  thought  he  was  there  dt  that  time. 

Senator  Kern.  You  testified  before  that  committee  at  Springfield 
that  the  whole  three  Weyeriiaeusers  wcm  in  the  smoking  compart- 
ment of  that  car. 

■  Mr.  WiEHE.  I  thought  he  was  there  at  that  time.    That  is  my 
recollection. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  not  say  all  three  of  them  were  in  the 
smoking  compartment  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  thought  they  were,  but  I  was  mistaken. 

Senator  Kern.  The  fact  is,  only  one  of  them  was  in  Uieret 

Mr.  WrEHB-  There  was  only  one  sat  in  there.  But  there  were  two 
in  there.  John  Weyerhaeuser  stuck  his  head  in  there  and  he  was  in 
there  a  second. 

Senator  Kern.  He  was  not  in. 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Yes,  he  was  in;  he  stuck  his  head  in  there,  but  he  did 
not  sit  down  there;  no,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  Your  theory  is  that  this  is  a  frame-up  by  Cook 
and  Burgess? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  That  ia  my  opinion  of  it. 

Senator  Kenton.  And  that  they  carried  Hie  frame-up  to  the  point 
of  swearing  to  it  under  oath? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes ;  I  think  Cook  would  do  anything  to  get  even. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  think  he  would  perjure  hinuidf  f 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes;  I  think  he  would. 

Senator  Kenton.  Harve  you  ever  told  him  thatf 

Mr.  WiBHB.  No. 

The  Chaibman.  Tou  will  not  finish  your  direct  examinatitdi  to- 
night, Mr.  Farrarf 

Mr.  Pahrah.  No  ^  will  not  finish. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  take  a  recess  at  this  point 

(Whereupon  at  5  o'clock  and  30  minutes  p.  m.  the  committee  ad- 
journed until  Thursday,  July  20,  1911,  at  11  o'clock  a.  m.) 
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thubsdat,  july  20,  1811. 

Sbmate  Officb  Bdildino, 

Waahinffton,  D.  C. 
The  committee  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 

Present:  Senators  Dillingham  (chairman),  Gamble,  Jones,  Ken- 
yon,  Johnston,  Fletcher,  and  Kem. 

Present,  also,  Mr.  John  H.  Marble  and  Mr.  John  J.  Healy,  Mr. 
■William  Hynes,  Mr.  Elbridge  Hanecy,  and  Mr.  Edgar  Farrar. 

TESTZXOKT  OF  NELSOIT  W.  ALDSICH. 

Nelson  W.  Aldeich,  being  duly  sworn,  was  examined,  and  testified 
as  follows: 

Mr.  Marble.  Your  name  is  Nelson  W.  AldrichI 

Mr.  AiDKicH.  It  is. 

Mr.  Masble.  In  the  year  1909  you  were  a  Member  of  the  United 
States  Senate,  and  chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee? 

Mr.  AiJ>BiCH.  I  was. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  had  been  a  Member  of  the  Senate  for  many  years 
prior  thereto  ( 

Mr.  Aii>iucH.  I  had. 

Mr.  Marble.  Of  course  your  public  life  is  a  matter  of  Judicial 
knowledge  to  the  committee.    Do  you  know  Mr.  Edward  Hines? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  I  do. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  long  have  you  known  him! 

Mr.  Aldrich.  I  think  I  first  met  him  in  the  spring  of  1909.  I  am 
not  certain  about  the  precise  time;  I  should  say  perhaps  in  April. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  remember  the  occasion  or  meeting  him  I 

Mr.  Aldrich.  My  general  impression  is  that  he  brought  me  a  letter 
of  introduction  from  a  friend  of  mine  in  Chicago.  That  is  my 
recollection  about  it. 

Mr.  Marble.  Who  was  that  friend? 

Mr.  Au)Rich.  Mr.  George  Reynolds — that  is  my  recollection.  I 
was  having  so  many  letters  at  that  time  and  meeting  so  manjy  people 
that  my  memory  is  not  very  distinct,  but  that  is  mv  inipression. 

Mr.  Marble.  What  was  your  business  with  Mr,  Hines  at  that 
time! 

Mr.  Aldrich.  At  the  time  the  letter  of  introduction  was  pre- 
sented! 

Mr.  Marble.  Yes. 

Mr.  Aldrich.  None  at  that  time. 
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Mr.  Marble.  Did  you,  subsequently  to  that,  become  interested  in 
the  matter  of  the  election  of  a  Senator  from  the  State  of  Illinois? 

Mr.  Aldbich.  I  <lo  not  quite  understanti  what  you  mean  by  "  in- 
terested." I  was  interested,  of  course,  as  a  Republican,  and  as  a  man 
who  had  more  or  less  responsibility  with  the  Republican  organiza- 
tion of  the  Senate  in  the  election  of  a  Republican  Senator  in  Illinoi<i. 

Mr,  Marble.  Did  you  advise  with  Mr.  Hines  regarding  that 
matter  ? 

Mr.  Aldrich,  I  had  three  or  four  conversations  with  Mr.  Hines 
with  reference  to  the  President's  attitude  more  especially. 

Mr.  Marble.  At  whose  initiative  were  those  conversations  held  ? 

Mr.  Alorich.  I  am  not  positive  about  the  first  conversation;  1  do 
not  remember  whether  what  you  call  the  initiative  was  on  my  part 
or  on  his.  It  was  in  reference  to  the  general  situation  in  Illinois  at 
the  time.  » 

Mr.  Marble.  You  recall  that  conversation  now,  do  you  ? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  I  do. 

Mr.  Marble.  Can  you  tell  us  when  it  was  held  ? 

Mr.  AujHicH.  I  should  say,  probably  in  the  early  part  of  April — 
in  the  first  part  of  April,  I  should  think ;  but  I  would  not  be  positi%'e 
about  it. 

Mr.  Marble.  Reminding  you  that  Senator  Lorimer  was  elected 
on  May  26.  lOOf),  would  that  help  you  to  fix  the  date  of  that  first 
conversation  ? 

Mr,  Aldrich.  No;  I  should  still  say  it  was  early  in  April.  That 
would  be  my  general  impression. 

Mr,  Makble.  Do  you  recall  the  substance  of  that  conversation? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  I  do. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  recall  the  words  of  it? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  I  would  not  say  about  the  words,  because  that  is  a 
little  difficult  for  anybody  to  give. 

Mr.  Marble.  Will  you  give  us  the  conversation  as  nearly  as  you 
can? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  It  started  with  a  talk  about  the  general  situation 
with  reference  to  the  election  of  a  United  States  Senator.  Mr. 
Hines  stated  that,  in  his  judgment,  Mr.  Hopkins  could  not  be  elected, 
and  he  asked  me  what  the  attitude  of  the  President  was  with  refer- 
ence to  that  matter.  I  .stated  to  him  that  the  President  was  desirous 
that  a  Republican  Senator  should  be  elected  in  Illinois,  and  that, 
while,  naturally,  he  was  friendly  to  Mr.  Hopkins,  on  account  of  the 
fact  that  Mr.  Hopkins  had  received  the  primary  nomination,  and 
perhaps  for  other  reasons,  still  he  did  not  intend  to  take  any  active 
part  in  trying  to  influence  the  election  of  a  Senator;  that  his  an.xicty 
was  that  a  Republican  should  be  elected,  and  that  he  would  take  no 
steps  in  furtherance  of  Mr.  Hopkins's  candidacy  or  any  other. 

Mr.  M.\rble.  You  told  that  to  Mr.  Hines? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  I  told  that  to  Mr.  Hines  at  that  time.  That  was  the 
first  conversation,  I  think,  that  I  had  with  Mr.  Hines  with  referenLt. 
to  the  President's  attitude. 

Mr.  Marbu;.  Do  you  remember,  now,  whether  you  sent  for  Jlr. 
Hines  or  whether  he  came  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  I  do  not  remember,  as  to  this  first  conversation,  just 
how  it  arose.     I  remember  the  fact  that  the  conversation  took  place. 
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Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  recall  whether  or  not  the  tariff  bill  was  dis- 
cussed on  that  occasion,  or  anv  of  the  schedules  or  paragraphs  of  the 
tariff? 

Mr.  Aldbich.  It  was  not ;  they  were  not.  There  was  no  discussion 
on  that  subject. 

Mr.  Marhle.  Would  you  say  that  you  did  not  tell  Mr,  Hines  that 
there  were  schedules  coming  up  in  the  Senate  as  to  which  it  was  very 
important  to  have  every  Republican  vote  possible  to  assist  in  their 
passage? 

Mr.  Alorich.  I  did  not  say  that  to  him  at  any  time;  and  certainly 
as  to  this  first  conversatimi  that  I  am  now  talking  about  I  have  told 
you  the  whole  substance  of  the  conversation. 

Mr,  Marble.  Wa-s  anyone  else  present  on  that  occasion  that  you 
recall? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  I  think  not ;  I  am  not  sure. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  recall  the  next  conversation  on  the  subject 
with  Mr.  Hines? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  In  the  next  conversation  that  I  had  with  him — I  am 
now  talking  about  conversations  with  reference  to  the  attitude  of  the 
President  upon  the  subject — Mr.  Hines  stated  to  me  that  there  was 
an  effort  being  made  to  agree  upon  Mr.  Boutell  as  successor  to  Mr, 
Hopkins,  and  that  he  was  anxious  to  know  what  the  President's 
attitude  was  with  reference  to  his  candidacy.  He  said  to  me  that  he 
was  desirous  that  a  man  .should  be  elected  who  wa.s  friendly  with  the 
administration  and  a  good  Republican,  and  that  there  was  a  possi- 
bility of  agreeing  upon  Mr,  Boutell ;  and  he  asked  if  I  would  see  the 
President  and  find  out  the  President's  attitude.  I  reported  to  him 
afterwards,  in  another  conversation,  that  the  President  would  be 
agreeable  to  Mr.  Boutell's  electi<Hi ;  that  his  only  anxifty  was  to  have 
a  Republican  elected;  and  that  he  was  satisfied  with  Mr.  Boutell's 
Kepuolicanism,  and  would  have  no  objection  to  his  election. 

Mr.  Marble.  Was  your  message  at  all  an  urgent  one  that  Mr. 
Boutell  should  be  elected? 

Mr.  Aldkich.  Not  at  all.  It  was  .simply  a  question  of  the  attitude 
that  the  President,  or  the  administration,  would  take  toward  Mr. 
Boutell's  candidacy. 

Mr.  Marble.  Who  soujrht  that  conversation? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  Mr.  Hines  did,  if  there  was  any  seeking  about  it.  I 
imn^ne  there  was  no  particular  seeking  about  it,  I  have  no  recol- 
lection about  that. 

Mr.  Mariile.  Did  you  send  for  him  ? 

Mr.  Au>rich.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  recall  the  next  cwiversation  along  that  line? 

Mr,  Aldrich.  Yes;  the  next  conversatirai  was  some  time  subsequent 
to  that  time,  and  I  should  say  about  the  20th  of  May  or  the  21st  or 
22d  of  May,  It  was  just  prior  to  the  senatorial  election,  Mr.  Hines 
then  told  me  that  it  was  impossible  to  agree  upon  Mr.  Boutell,  and  he 
thought  there  was  a  prrspect — he  said  a  very  good  prospect — of 
agreeing  upon  Mr.  Lorimer;  and  he  was  anxious  that  I  sliould  find 
out  the  attitude  of  the  President,  the  administration,  toward  Mr. 
IjOrimers  election,  and  tell  him  what  it  would  be.  I  saw  him  subse- 
quently to  that,  on  the  same  day  or  the  same  evening,  and  I  told  him 
that  Mr.  Lorimer's  candidacy  would  not  be  objectionable  to  the 
President.     Then  Mr.  Hines  asked  me  if  I  was  willing  to  say  that  to 
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anyone  that  he  might  suggest  to  inquire  of  me  upon  the  subject:  and 
I  said  that  I  was — that  if  I  were  asted  in  reference  to  the  matter  I 
should  say  that  Mr.  Lorimer's  candidacy  wonld  not  be  objectionable 
to  the  President. 

Mr.  Marble.  Who  sought  that  conversation ! 

Mr.  AiDRiCH.  Mr.  Hines  came  to  me  with  reference  to  it. 

Mr.  Makble.  You  did  not  send  for  him ! 

Mr.  AiDKiCH.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  rranember  where  the  conversation  was  held! 

Mr.  Aldrjch.  The  last  conversation  was  at  my  house  on  Ma-ssa- 
chusetts  Avenue— the  last  part  of  it,  I  am  not  sure  about  the  firs-t 
part,  whether  it  was  at  the  Capitol  or  at  my  house.  My  recollect  iois 
IS  not  distinct  on  that  subject. 

Mr.  M.^BBLE.  Did  you  have  any  other  conversation  with  him  on 
this  subject? 

Mr,  Aldrich,  Not  with  reference  to  the  President's  attitude, 

Mr.  Marble.  Would  you  say  that  this  conversation  to  which  yon 
have  just  testified  was  as  late  as  May  24 1 

Mr.  Aldrich.  I  am  not  certain  about  that  I  know  it  was  prior 
to  the  election,  and  my  impression  is  that  Mr.  Hines  told  me  that  he 
was  to  leave  for  Chicago  either  that  day  or  the  next  day,  or  some 
time  very  near  that,  and  it  was  important  that  he  should  know  thr 
President's  precise  attitude  with  reference  to  the  subject 

Mr.  Mahblb.  Do  you  remember  Mr.  Hines  meeting  you  here— 1 
believe  in  this  building;  at  any  rate  at  a  place  where  the  Finance 
Committee  was  holding  a  night  session— and  going  from  here  l:> 
your  hou.se  with  you  in  your  automobile  ? 

Mr.  Alorich.  No;  I  do  not,  1  would  not  say  positively  that  it 
did  not  occur,  but  I  have  no  recollection  of  it, 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  remember  his  coming  to  you  about  this  mat- 
ter pursuant  to  a  request  from  you  ? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  a  suggestion  from  you  tiiat  he  go  with  yoii  to 
see  the  President  t 

Mr.  Aldrich,  I  have  no  recollection  of  any  such  thing. 

Mr,  Marble.  And  his  demurring  to  that  suggestion ! 

Mr,  AujRicH.  No;  I  have  no  recollection  of  anything  of  that  kini) 
taking  place. 

Mr.  Marble,  And  your  then  taking  him  to  your  house  in  your 
automobile  and  leaving  him  there  while  you  went  to  see  the  President  ? 

Mr.  Aldrich,  No  ;  I  have  no  recollection  of  it,  I  have  a  recollec- 
tion of  having  those  two  conversations  on  this  day  that  I  have  stated. 

Mr.  Marble,  You  do  not  recollect  urging  him  to  go  with  you  t 

Mr.  Aldrich.  No;  I  do  not 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  on  any  of  these  occasions  suggest  Congresr;- 
man  Lorimer's  name  to  Mr.  Hmesf 

Mr.  AiJ>RicH.  I  did  not    He  suggested  it  to  me. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  tell  him  that  you  were  concerned  about  the 
deadlock  in  Illinois? 

Mr,  AuJKicH.  I  had  said  to  him  in  the  first  conversation  that  I  wa^ 
gi-eatly  interested  in  the  election  of  a  Republican  Senator  in  Illinois, 
I  may  have  said  that  to  him  subsequently,  but  my  recollection  is  not 
very  clear  on  the  subject.  I  was  desirous,  of  course,  that  there  should 
be  a  Republican  elected  there. 
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Mr.  Masble.  Do  ;|>oii  remember  saying  to  him,  in  substance,  that 
the  conditions  in  lUinois  indicated  that  no  Senator  would  be  elected^ 
and  that  the  legislature  would  end  in  a  deadlock,  and  that  it  seemed 
lo  you  that  Congressman  Lorimer  could  be  elected  from  that  State? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  The  last  part  of  that  I  certainly  could  not  have 
said,  bpCHUse  I  knew  nothing  about  the  conditions. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  ask  him  to  talk  with  or  telephone  to  Con- 
gressman Lorimer  and  urge  upon  him,  if  it  was  a  possibility,  to 
Become  a  candidate? 

Mr.  AxDRicH.  No;  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Marble.  Or  to  assist  in  electing  some  Republican  at  the  earli- 
est date  possible? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  I  did  not 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  send  any  message  to  Congressman  Lorimer 
through  Mr.  Hines? 

Mr.  Aldrich,  No;  none  whatever. 

Mr.  Marble.  None  whatever? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  None  whatever. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you,  on  the  occasion  of  this  last  conversation, 
or  on  the  occasion  of  any  of  them,  say  to  Mr.  Hines  that  you  would 
like  to  have  him  go  to  a  long-distance  telephone  and  call  up  Cou- 
grei^sman  Txirimer  at  Springfield  and  emphasize  the  fact  that  you 
desired  him  to  become  a  candidate? 

Mr.  AijjRicn.  No, 

Mr.  Marble.  No? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  No. 

Mr.  Marble.  Or  that  the  President  desired  him  to  become  a  can- 
didate f 

Mr.  Au)RtcH.  No. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  did  he  reply  to  you,  "  Supposing  the  Congress- 
man would  like  to  have  that  confirmed  in  a  letter  or  telegram,  am  I 
authorized  to  do  that  ?  " 

Mr.  Aij>Ricii.  No.  He  did  ask  me,  as  I  have  already  stated, 
whether,  in  case  a  question  arose  as  to  the  President's  attitude,  I 
would  be  killing  to  state  what  I  have  already  stated. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  do  you  recall  replyinc  to  him,  "  You  are  au- 
thorized; and  you  can  further  state  that  ii  the  governor,  or  any  of 
the  leading  people  at  Springfield,  question  this  authority,  they  can 
telegraph  me  or  Senator  Penrose,  and,  if  necessary,  the  President "  1 

Mr.  Aldrich.  No;  I  made  no  such  statement  as  that.  I  stated 
what  I  have  already  stated — that  the  President's  attitude  was  as  I 
had  stated  to  him;  and  that  if  he  needed  any  confirmation  of  that, 
he  could  refer  anyone  to  me. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  advise  with  Mr.  Hines  regarding  political 
situations  in  Illinois! 

Mr.  Aldrich.  Not  except  as  I  have  stated. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  were  acquainted  with  public  men  from.  Illinois, 
of  course? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  More  or  less. 

Mr,  Marble.  Did  you  urge  Mr.  Hines  to  go  to  Sprinfield  and  per- 
sonally see  Gov.  Deneen? 
,      Mr.  Aldrich.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  tell  him  to  go  immediately  and  see  the  gov- 
ernor and  impress  upon  the  governor's  mind  the  importance  to  the 
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administration  of  having  a  Republican  elected,  and,  if  Senator  Lar- 
imer could  be  elected,  to  have  him  assist  in  accompUshiDg  it!  ' 

Mr.  Aldbich.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  send  any  message  to  Gov.  Deneen  through 
Mr.  Hines? 

Mr.  AuiRicH.  No. 

Mr.  Mabbij:.  Were  you  well  acquainted  with  Mr.  Loriraer  at  that 
time? 

Mr.  Aldbich.  At  the  time  of  these  conversati<H»s ! 

Mr.  Marble.  Yes. 

Mr.  Alokich.  I  had  a  speaking  acquaintance  with  him.  I  am  not 
sure  whether  I  had  ever  had  any  conversation  with  him  or  not.  I  am 
not  sure  about  that.  I  knew  him  as  a  Member  of  the  House,  of  cour*, 
and  as  what  I  thought  a  very  good  Republican. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  advise  with  Mr.  Hines  regarding  the  state  of 
the  tariff  bill  in  the  Senate,  with  regard  to  the  number  of  votes  thit 
were  to  be  had  for  the  schedules? 

Mr,  Aldbich.  In  connection  with  the  Dlinois  election,  you  mean? 

Mr.  Marble.  In  connection  with  the  Illinois  election. 

Mr.  Aldrioh.  Xot  at  all,  at  any  time. 

Mr.  Marble.  Was  the  duty  to  be  imposed  upon  imports  of  lumber 
discussed  with  hitit  in  connection  with  the  election  in  Illinois? 

Mr.  AuiRicH.  Not  at  all. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you,  in  any  talk  with  him  re^rding  the  senator- 
ship  from  Illinois,  tell  him  that  the  vote  was  gouig  to  Le  close  upon 
certain  schedules? 

Mr.  Alorich.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  the  vote  was  needed? 

Mr.  Aldbich.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Marble.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  was  the  -vote  needed  ? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  If  was  not.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  so  far  as  the  sched- 
ules in  the  tariff  bill  were  concerned,  the  friends  of  the  bill  -were  better 
off  without  an  election  in  Illinois  than  they  were  with  one. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Why? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  The  Senate,  with  the  vacancy  in  Illinois,  consisted 
of  91  Members,  of  which  4&  was  a  majority.  With  the  vacancy  in 
Illinois  filled,  the  Senate  consisted  of  92  Members,  and  47  would  be 
necesary  for  a  majority.  So  that  we  were  better  off,  I  sav,  because 
we  had  a  certainty  as  to  the  vacancy,  and  we  never  could  have  a 
certainty  about  anyone  who  would  be  elected.  That  is  a  mathematicsl 
question ;  I  suppose  it  will  appeal  to  members  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  Marble.  Senator,  did  you  ever  attempt  to  convey  to  Mr. 
Hines's  mind  the  impression  that  you  desired  the  election  of  any 
particular  Republican  from  the  State  of  Illinois? 

Mr.  AixiBicH.  No.  I  tried  to  convey  to  him  the  impression,  whirfi 
was  my  judgment,  that  there  ought  to  be  an  election  of  a  Republienn. 
I  was  simply  desirous  that  a  Republican  should  be  elected  who  was 
a  Republican  and  who  would  be  loyal  to  the  President  and  the  ad- 
ministration. I  perhaps  expressed  a  preference  at  one  interview  witb 
him  in  favor  of  Mr.  Lowden;  and  1  think  that  is  the  only  prefer- 
ence I  ever  expres.sed  to  him  with  reference  to  the  senatorial  subject. 
I  was  satisfied,  of  course,  with  Mr.  Lorimer  as  a  Republican,  and  I 
believe  the  President  was.  I  am  speaking  now  about  my  own  judg' 
ment  and  not  about  any  expressions  about  the  attitude  of  the  Presi- 
dent. 
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Mr.  Marble.  Did  you,  apeaking  for  yourself,  urge  tlie  election  ot 
Congressman  Lorimert 

Mr.  AuiKicu.  I  did  not.  I  simply  urged  the  election  of  some  Re- 
publican. 

Mr.  Makbi-e.  In  one  of  these  conversations  you  told  Mr.  Mines  that 
the  President  felt  that  Senator  Hopkins  should  be  reelected  ? 

Mr.  AuiRiCH.  That  was  the  first  conversation. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  the  reasons  given  were  what? 

Mr.  Aij>RiCH.  That  he  bad  received  the  primary  nomination;  and 
I  thought  there  were  other  reasons  besides,  personal  reasons,  why  the 
President  desired  it.    He  felt  friendly  to  Mr.  Hopkins. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  ever  try  to  convey  to  Mr.  Hines  the  impres- 
sion that  the  President  was  interested  in  any  particular  gentleman  in 
Illinois  for  election  to  the  Senate,  except  in  this  convereation  about 
Senator  Hopkins  f 

Mr.  Aldrich.  I  conveyed  the  impression  to  Mr.  Hines — at  least,  I 
intended  to — that  the  President  was  interested  in  having  a  Republi- 
can elected  in  Illinois;  that  he  did  not  intend  to  take  any  active  part 
in  any  election ;  and  that  he  had  no  special  anxiety  who  the  man  to  be 
elected  was,  as  long  as  he  was  a  good  Republican. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  your  various  answers  were,  as  to  these  different 
gentlemen,  that  there  was  no  objection,  rather  than  that  the  election 
of  any  man  was  earnestly  favored  ? 

Mr,  Alorich.  That  certainly  was  the  impression  which  I  intended 
to  convey  to  Mr.  Hines. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  you  are  a  very  precise  gentleman.    That  is  all. 

Senator  Keen.  On  the  occasion  of  Mr,  Hines's  visit  to  your  house 
after  you  had  seen  the  President,  did  you  say  to  him  that  the  admin- 
istration was  verv  anxious  to  have  a  Senator  elected  before  the  l^s- 
lature  adjourned,  and  that  they  felt  that  Congressman  Lorinier 
might  be  elected  Senator,  and  they  wished  to  have  Hines  emphasize 
to  him  (Lorimer)  the  importance,  if  there  was  a  possibility  of  it, 
of  his  becoming  a  candidate  and  doing  all  he  could  to  be  elected  at 
the  earliest  possible  moment!    Did  you  tell  him  that^ 

Mr.  Aldrich.  I  think  I  an.swered  that  question  in  response  to  an- 
other question.    I  think  I  answei'ed  that. 

Senator  Kern.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  that  conversation? 
Did  that  conversation  occur  on  your  part? 

Mr.  Aldbicu.  No  ;  the  last  part  of  it  did  not,  I  made  no  statement 
with  reference  to  the  la.st  part  of  it. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  have  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Hines  at 
all  about  Gov.  Deneen,  or  the  part  Gov.  Deneen  wa^  to  lake  in  the 
contest  ? 

Mr.  Aij>Ricii.  I  think  at  this  conversation  Gov.  Deneen's  name  was 
mentioned  by  Mr.  Hines ;  not  by  me. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  mention  it  at  all? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  No;  I  did  not.  I  do  not  know  Gov.  Deneen,  and 
had  no  special  interest  in  him. 

The  (Jhairman,  What  did  he  say  about  Deneen? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  My  recollection  is  that  Deneen  was  an  important 

Earty  to  this  arrangement,  or  agreement,  upon  a  candidate,  and  that 
'eneen's  attitude  would  be  more  or  less  influenced  by  knowing 
whether  it  would  be  agreeable  to  the  President.  That  was  my  gen- 
eral impression  with  regard  to  that  matter. 
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Senator  Gamble.  IHd  you  get  that  information,  Senatta-  AJdridu  I 
from  Mr.  Hines  in  regard  to  tne  attitude  of  Gov.  Deneen  t 

Mr.  Aldrich.  I  am  stating  my  general  impression  as  to  his  sta-.t-  ' 
raent. 

Senator  Gamble.  So,  although  you  may  not  have  mentioned  Gi^r. 
Deneen 's  name,  his  name  might  have  been  mentioned  by  Mr,  Hin^' 

Mr.  Aldrich.  Oh,  I  think  it  was.  I  think  it  was  mentioned  in  ±t 
connection  which  I  have  stated. 

Senator  Gamble.  And  it  may  have  been  mentioned  in  another  ft. 
versation  ? 

Mr.  AuiHiCH.  No;  I  think  not  in  any  other  conversation. 

Senator  Gamble.  But  in  this  last  one? 

Mr.  Alurich.  In  the  last  one. 

The  Chaibjian.  You  may  cross-examine, 

Mr.  Hanect.  Senator,  ypu  do  not  assume  to  give  the  Isngiin?^ 
nsed  by  either  you  or  Mr.  Hines  on  these  occasions ;  do  you  t 

Mr.  Alrrich.  No;  I  am  only  positive  about  the  substance  of  t'^ 
conversation. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  yoii  do  not  want  to  be  understood  as  paving  ths' 
you  remember  all  of  the  conversations  that  you  had  with  Mr.  Hiiw- 
or  all  of  any  one  conver^ntion  you  had  with  him! 

Mr.  Aij>RicH.  I  remember  the  substance  with  great  accuracy. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  is  what  I  mean. 

Mr.  Aldrich.  But  I  have  no  general  recollection  about  the  woni- 
which  were  used,  or  any  part  of  them. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Mr.  Marble  has  asked  you  on  several  occasions  i: 
Tou  intended  to  convey  certain  things  in  your  statements  to  Mr. 
Hines.  You  did  not  intend  or  try  to  convey  to  Mr.  Hines  anythiiir 
except  what  your  language  or  words  indicated,  did  you  ! 

Mr.  Au)BicH.  No,  sir, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  they  speak  for  themselves  now  as  well  as  Hit} 
did  when  yon  talked  with  Mr.  Hines! 

Mr,  Aldrich.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  had  no  ulterior  motives  in  the  matter  at  all ! 

Mr.  Aldrich.  None  whatever. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  had  how  many  conversations  with  Mr.  HiBef! 

Mr.  AiJ>Ricn.  I  should  say,  my  general  recollection  is,  thire  or 
four, 

Mr,  Hanecy.  You  had  many  more  than  that  relating  to  tariff  mat- 
ters and  other  matters  that  were  pending  before  the  committee  of 
which  you  were  chairman,  did  you  not,  Senator! 

Mr.  Aldrich.  Yes;  I  think  so.  Mr.  Hines  came  before  the  com- 
mittee of  which  I  was  chairman,  or  came  before  the  Republioai: 
members,  on  several  occasions,  and  he  talked  with  me  oti  several 
occasions  about  the  duties  on  lumber. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  your  committee  was  at  that  time  holding  hear- 
ings on  different  questions  that  were  pending  before  that  committee 
and  before  the  Senate  relating  to  the  tariff  bill! 

Mr,  Aldrich.  At  the  time  of  the  first  conversations;  yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  That  is  what  I  mean. 

Mr.  Aldbich.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  The  hearings  continued  along  uiilil  about  when! 

Mr.  Aldrich,  I  could  not  tell  you  that 

Mr.  Hanecy.  All  through  that  time,  past  the  26th  of  Ma;,  did 
they  not,  Senator!  ,  -  i 
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Mr.  Aldrich.  I  think  so;  but  I  am  not  positive.  The  bill  was  re- 
ported much  earlier  than  that,  but  I  do  not  really  remember  about 
the  hearings.  "We  reported  the  bill  and  left  open  certain  provisions 
of  certain  schedules  tliat  we  did  not  report  upon  at  the  time  of  the 
original  report.  My  impression  is  that  we  had  more  or  less  hearings, 
informal  hearings — they  were  all  informal  hearings — up  to  quite  a 
late  date;  but  I  am  not  sure  of  the  time.  I  have  no  recollection  now 
of  the  time. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  The  bill  was  not  finally  passed  until  some  time  in 
August  of  that  year?  That  is,  it  was  passed  by  the  Senate,  and  the 
House  passed  a  bill,  but  the  two  were  not  the  same,  and  they  went  to 
a  conference  committee,  and  there  was  considerable  conferring  by  the 
conferees,  and  the  bill  was  not  finally  adopted  until  some  time  in 
August,  was  it! 

Mr.  Aldrich,  That  is  my  recollection. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  when  it  finally  passed  there  were  some  material 
changes  in  the  bill  as  adopted  by  the  House  and  as  adopted  by  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  AiXRicH.  Of  course  there  were  matters  that  went  to  the  con- 
ference committee,  and  were  adjusted  as  between  the  two  Houses, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  there  were  material  changes  that  were  after- 
wards inagurated  in  the  bill  as  passed  ? 

Mr.  Aij>RicH.  Whether  those  changes  were  material  or  not  is  a 
question,  which,  perhaps,  I  am  not  competent  to  give  an  opinion 
about 

Senator  Kbnyon.  Who  would  be  then  i 

Mr.  Hanecy.  They  were  material  to  some,  were  they  not,  Senator? 

Mr.  Alphich.  I  suppose  they  were ;  yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  One  of  the  things  that  was  changed  during  that 
period  was  the  tariff  on  liunber,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  It  was  changed  as  between  the  Senate  and  the  House ; 
yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  between  the  time  that  it  passed  the  House  and 
Senate,  and  the  time  it  was  finally  passed  after  the  conferees  had 
finished  with  it? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Yon  do  not  remember  how  may  times  you  talked 
with  Mr.  Hines  on  the  different  questions  that  were  pending  before 
your  committee,  do  you  ? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  could  not  very  well  do  it,  even  if  you  tried,  could 
you.  Senator? 

Mr.  Aij>RicH.  Xo,  sir;  I  could  not.  I  am  very  clear  about  the 
number  of  times  I  talked  with  him  in  reference  to  the  Illinois  elec- 
tion, but  not  with  reference  to  tariff  matters. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  you  did  talk  with  Mr.  Hines  about  the  Illinois 
situation  first,  you  think,  in  April  ? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  That  is  my  recollection, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  About  what  time  in  April,  Senator? 

Mr.  Au>RiCH.  I  am  not  able  to  fix  approximately  a  date.  My 
general  recollection  is  that  it  was  about  the  middle  of  April,  or  before 
the  middle  of  April :  in  the  early  part  of  April. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  The  first  part  of  April? 
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Mr.  Au>siCH.  I  am  very  frank  to  say  that  I  have  no  way  of  iskt- 
taining  just  when  it  was. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  that  first  conversation  was  in  reiatioD  to  tht 
then  Congressman  Bout«ll? 

Mr.  AutRiCH.  1^0. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  What  was  it? 

Mr,  Aldricu.  First  it  was  with  reference  to  the  attitude  of  ih 
President  toward  Mr.  Hopkins's  candidacy. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  Mr.  Boutoll's  name  was  not  mentioned  at  I'm 
time) 

Mr.  Aldbich.  Not  until  a  subsequent  time;  no. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  Yoh  knew,  and  the  President  did,  that  the  voting  for 
Senator  in  Illinois  had  continued  from  the  19th  of  January  np  14 
that  time  without  results? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  I  am  not  expressing  any  opinim  as  to  the  knowledge 
of  the  President.     I  knew  it. 

Mr.  IIakecy.  You  expressed  the  opinion  that  he  was  an  intelli^nl 
gentleman  and  occupied  the  leadership  of  his  party,  and  that  was  i 
matter  of  general  comment  in  the  newspapers  and  in  political  citrlts. 

Mr.  AiJ>tucH.  I  pre^me  the  facts  are  as  you  state  them. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  At  that  time;  yes.  Were  any  other  names  men 
tioned,  Senator,  at  that  first  interview,  except  ^nator  Hopkins,  is  s 
possible  United  States  Senator) 

Mr.  Aldrich.  No;  I  think  not.     Not  at  that  interview, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  How  did  that  interview  arise?     What  induced  it! 

Mr.  Alorich.  I  have  already  stated.  I  have  no  recollection  as  lu 
the  way  it  occurred  or  who  was  present  when  it  occurred. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Does  this  refresn  your  recollection,  that  the  discuj- 
sion  was,  on  your  part  and  on  that  of  Mr.  Hines,  as  well  as  of  othen 
in  public  life  at  that  time,  that  the  conditions  were  such  in  lUiool- 
that  it  did  not  seem  pos^ble  that  Senator  Htqikins  could  be  reelected! 

Mr,  Au)RiCH.  That  was  the  impression  wiiich  Mr.  Hines  conveyeil 
to  me,  that  he  did  not  think  it  was  possible. 

Mr.  Hamecy.  So  that  that  was  the  general  subject  of  tbe  conver- 
sation) 

Mr.  Alobich.  Yes.  It  was  in  reference  to  the  attitude  of  the  Presi- 
dent iu  coiinection  with  the  Hopkins  candidacy. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  And  the  President  did  not  express  any  desire  w 
wish  to  get  into  that  condition  in  Illinois  for  the  purpose  of  aiding 
Senator  Hopkins  or  electing  him) 

Mr.  Aldrich.  I  hape  not  undertaken  to  say  what  the  Presidents 
attitude  was.  1  have  simply  stated  my  conversation  with  Mr.  HiD» 
and  the  statements  which  I  made  with  reference  to  the  President* 
position. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  you  talk  with  the  President  at  that  time.  « 
about  that  time,  about  the  subject  of  which  vou  talked  with  Mr. 
Hines) 

Mr.  Aldrich,  You  may  assume  that  I  did  not  make  those  stsle- 
ments  without  having  a  certain  amount  of  authority  for  them. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  I  should  be  very  glad  to  do  that,  Senator,  and  I 
will  do  it  now,  with  your  permission  and  that  of  the  committee- 
because  the  record  will  now  show  it  as  coming  from  you. 

Mr.  Aldricu.  That  is  what  I  propose  to  have  it  do,  to  cfHue  ftw 
me,  because  I  am  not  imdertaking  to  speak  here  for  the  President- 
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Mr.  Hanect.  When  was  the  next  conversation  about  the  Illinois 
situation  ? 

Mr,  Au>BiCH.  It  is  impossible  for  me  to  fix  the  dates  except  as  to 
the  last  one,  because  that  I  know  was  a  few  days  prior  to  the  election. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  You  did  have  another  one  between  that  first  one — 
in  the  first  part  of  April — and  the  last  one ! 

Mr.  Aldrich.  I  had  two  others,  I  think. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  That  is  what  I  was  coming  to.  I  am  not  carina 
whether  you  fix  the  time  definitely  or  approximately,  but  you  din 
have  a  second  conversation.  You  do  not  know  whether  that  was  in 
April  or  the  first  part  of  May ! 

Mr.  Aldrich.  I  should  say  it  was  the  latter  part  of  April,  but  I 
have  really  no  way  of  ttxing  the  date  positively. 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  is  your  belief  now  i 

Mr.  Aldrich.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  Where  was  that  conversaticm,  Senator! 

Senator  Au>rich.  I  think  it  was  probably  in  this  building,  or  in 
my  room  at  the  Senate.    I  am  not  sure  about  it. 

Mr,  Hanect.  You  had  rooms  in  this  building,  and  you  also  had 
your  rooms  in  the  Capitol  Buildingt 

Mr.  Aldhich.  Yes;  thfit  is,  the  committee  had. 

Mr.  Hanecv.  I  mean  you,  as  the  chairman  of  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee i 

Mr.  Aldrich.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  And  where  did  the  first  conversation  take  place, 
Senator  ? 

Mr.  Aij)Rich.  I  have  already  stated  that  I  have  no  recollection 
about  that. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  You  do  not  know  whether  it  was  in  this  building  or 
in  the  other  building^ 

Mr.  Aldhich.  No;  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  Nobody  was  present,  I  believe  you  said,  at  the  sec- 
ond conversation? 

Mr.  AiJtRicH.  I  think  not.    That  is  my  impression. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  Except  you  and  Mr.  Hines? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  Yes.  I  am  quite  positive  there  was  no  one  present 
except  Mr,  Hines  and  myself  at  any  conversation  on  the  subject  sub- 
sequent to  the  first  one.  I  am  not  sure  about  the  first  one,  as  to 
whether  there  was  anyone  else  present  or  not. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  What  was  that  second  conversation,  Senator? 

Mr.  AijjHiCH.  It  was  in  reference  to  ascertaining  the  attitude  of 
the  President  upon  the  candidacy  of  Mr.  Boutell. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Had  vou,  before  that  time,  talked  with  the  Presi- 
dent about  Mr.  Boutell  or  his  candidacy? 

Mr,  Aldrich.  No;  I  had  not. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  vou  after  that? 

Mr.  Aij>rich.  I  dicl. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  How  long  after,  Senator? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  I  think  the  same  day,  or  the  next  day,  perhaps. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  (lid  you  convey  to  Mr.  Hines  in  any  way  what 
;vou  learned  as  to  the  President's  disposition? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  I  stated  on  my  own  responsibility  that  Mr.  Boutell's 
candidacy  would  be  agreeable  to  the  President  as  a  Kepublican. 
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Mr.  Hanboy.  You  told  him  on  your  own  responsibility  wliat  jou 
thought  the  President's  attitude  was? 

Mr.  Aij>RicH.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  that  was  when,  Senator? 

Mr.  Aij)RicH.  I  could  not  tell  tou. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Was  it  shortly  after  that  talk! 

Mr.  AuiRiuH.  Yos;  that  is  my  recollection. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  How  did  you  convey  that  to  him — over  the  tele- 
phone, by  letter,  or 

Mr.  Au)RiCH.  Oh,, no. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  met  him  personally! 

Mr.  ALDKinii.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hakucy,  Did  you  talk  with  Mr,  Hines  a^in  about  the  lUinui'^ 
situation  or  the  Senatorshipf 

Mr.  Aldrich.  My  recollection  is  that  I  had  no  conversation  with 
him  «f  any  kind  upon  the  subject  until  he  came  to  me  to  ascertRb 
what  the  attitude  of  the  Presid^it  would  be  in  reference  to  Mr.  Lor- 
imer's  candidacy. 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  was  the  conversatiiHi  before  the  one  which  jim 
said  was  held  the  latter  part  of  Met! 

Mr.  AujRicH.  No;  that  was  the  latter  part  of  May. 

Mr.  Hakecy.  I  thought  you  said,  Senator,  that  there  were  two 
conversations  with  Mr.  Hines  between  the  first  one  and  tlie  last  onet 

Mr.  Aldrich.  The  first  one  was  with  reference  to  what  the  Presi- 
dent's attitude  was  to  be. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  Yes. 

Mr.  Aij>RiCH.  And  the  next  was  a  statement  as  to  my  expression 
of  what  the  President's  attitude  was. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  counted  those  two  as  one! 

Mr.  Aldrich.  No;  I  counted  those  as  two. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  you  have  another  talk,  then,  with  Mr.  Hines 
about  Senator  Ix>rimer's  candidacy  before  the  final  (me! 

Mr.  Aldrich.  Not  before  the  final  one.    That  is  my  recollection. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Does  this  refresh  your  memory :  Did  Mr,  Hines  re- 
port to  you  afterwards  that  he  had  ascertained  from  Springfieli) 
that  Mr.  Boutell  could  not  be  agreed  upon  by  the  factions  tnere! 

Mr.  Aldrich.  He  reported  that  to  me  at  the  time  of  this  amver- 
sation  that  I  am  alluding  to  which  occurred  near  the  cloae  of  the  con- 
test. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Then  Senator  Lorimer  was  talked  about ! 

Mr.  AuiRicH.  At  that  time;  yes.  That  was  the  purpose  of  the  in- 
terview— to  find  out  the  attitude  of  the  President  toward  Senator 
Lorimer's  candidacy. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  did  you  then  assume  to  speak  the  views  of  the 
President ! 

Mr.  Aldrich.  No;  not  until  afterwards — after  an  interval  of  1 
do  not  know  how  many  hours.  I  was  requested  to  ascertain  whal 
the  President's  attitude  was. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  That  is,  you  met  Mr.  Hines  and  he  wanted  to  know 
what  the  President's  position  would  be,  and  yours,  as  leaders  of  the 
party,  on  Mr.  Lorimer's  candidacy,  and  you  did  not  give  him  an 
answer  at  that  time! 

Mr.  Aii>RicH.  I  might  have  given  him  an  answer  as  to  myself,  but 
I  did  not  as  to  the  President. 
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Mr.  Hanecy.  You  did  not  give  him  an  aESwer  as  to  either  at  that 
time,  did  you,  Senator? 

Mr.  Au>RiCH.  I  am  not  sure  about  that.  I  might  have  said — be- 
cause that  was  my  position-— that  Mr.  Lorimer's  election  and  candi- 
dacy was  perfectly  agreeable  to  me;  that  I  thought  Lorimer  was  s 
good  Republican  and  would  be  a  loyal  supporter  of  the  administra- 
tion.    That  was  my  personal  judgment  about  him. 

Mr,  HdNECT,  So  that,  knowmg  that  of  Mr.  Lorimer,  there  was  not 
any  uncertainty  in  your  mind  as  to  what  the  situation  would  be  on 
the  tariff  question,  whether  there  were  91  members  of  the  Senate 
or  92? 

Mr.  Aldbich.  I  had  no  idea  at  all  about  what  Mr.  Lorimer's  atti- 
tude was  upon  the  tariff.  1  bad  never  had  any  conversation  with 
him.  I  did  not  know  anything  about  it,  and  it  was  absolutely  im- 
material to  me  what  his  attitude  was. 

Mr.  Hanect.  You  knew  he  was  a  good  Eepublican,  as  you  have 
expressed  itf 

Mr.  Aldbich.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  And  that  he  always  stood  with  fais  party? 

Mr.  Au>RicH.  I  thought  he  was  a  very  loyal  Republican,  but  it 
did  not  occur  to  me,  at  any  time,  what  nis  attitude  was  upon  the 
tariff;  because  I  did  not  know,  and  it  was  absolutely  immaterial  to 
me  what  it  was. 

Senator  Kenton.  What  was  vour  idea  of  a  good  Republican  ? 

Mr.  Aldbich.  I  should  say  that  a  man  who  was  a  loyal  supporter  ■ 
of  the  President  and  the  administration  would  be  a  good  Republican. 

Senator  Kenton.  Were  there  any  bad  Republicans  that  you  knew 
of  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Aldaich.  I  take  it  for  granted  that  you  are  not  seriously 
going  into  that  question. 

Senator  Kenton,  We  may.  I  wish  you  would  answer  the  ques- 
tion. What  did  you  mean  by  bad  Republicans  as  distinguished  from 
good  Republicans? 

Mr.  Aldrich,  I  ^ould  say  a  man  was  a  good  Republican,  as  I 
have  already  stated,  who  was  a  loyal  supporter  of  the  Republican 
administration  and  the  Republican  policies;  who  had  the  courage 
to  do  that,  without  reference  to  any  local  situation. 

Senator  Kenton.  Were  there  lUpublicans  in  the  Senate  at  that 
time  that  you  considered  bad  Republicans? 

Mr.  AxDRicH,  I  do  not  feel  called  upon  to  express  any  opinicm  of 
my  associates. 

Senator  Kenton,  You  do  not  want  to  pass  on  the  Republicans? 

Mr.  Aldbich.  I  do  not.  I  am  not  the  final  arbiter.  I  was  only 
expressing  my  own  opinion,  personally. 

Mr.  Hanect.  May  I  proceed,  Mr.  dhairman? 

The  Chaibuan.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Senator  Aldrich,  do  you  remember  where  the  first 
of  the  two  last  talks  with  Mr.  Hines  was? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  I  am  not  sure  whether  it  was  here  or  at  my  house, 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  do  you  remember  what  time  of  day  it  was  ? 

Mr.  Aldbich.  My  impression  is  that  it  was,  say,  6  or  7  o'clock  in 
the  evening.  That  is  my  recollection.  It  was  late  in  the  day,  any- 
how, because  I  know  that  Mr,  Hines  at  the  time  stated  that  it  was 
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important  that  he  should  have  the  information,  on  account,  as  I  it-    j 
member  it,  of  the  fact  that  he  was  to  go  West  that  night  or  the  nest 
day,  or  the  near  future. 

Mr.  T^[ANECy.  So  that  you  think  that  conversation  took  place  here 
in  Washington,  the  day  that  Mr.  Hines  left  for  Chicago  or  Spring- 
field, or  the  day  before'? 

Mr.  Alurich.  It  could  not  have  been  the  same  day  because  I  saw 
him  quite  late  that  night  and  I  do  not  know  when  he  left. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  say,  that  day  or  the  next? 

Mr.  AiDRiCH.  It  was  in  that  nei^borhood;  yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  the  first  talk  you  think  might  have  been  late 
in  the  day? 

Mr.  AijjHicH.  I  think  it  was.  That  is  my  general  recoUection 
about  it. 

Mr.  FIanecy.  Do  you  know  when  it  was,  Senator? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  No;  I  have  already  etated  that  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Hakec'y.  Yoii  do  not  know  whether  it  was  in  this  buildini:. 
the  Senate  Office  Building,  or  in  the  Capitol? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  No ;  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  It  was  in  your  office,  was  it,  wherever  it  was? 

Mr.  Aldrich,  Wlierever  it  was;  yes. 

Mr,  Hanbcy.  And  Mr.  Hines,  I  think  you  said,  asked  you  to  ascer- 
tain for  him  the  attitude  of  the  President  and  his  administrati<Mi  k 
to  Senator  Lorimer's  candidacy  for  the  United  States  Senate? 

Mr.  AujRiCH.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  did  you  say  you  would  get  the  information  or 
convey  it  to  him  ? 

Mr.  Au>KtcH.  I  told  him  I  would  give  him  an  answer  later  on. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  What  time  did  you  meet  him  later? 

Mr.  Aij)Rici!.  My  recollection  is  it  was  about  11  o'clock  or  half- 
past  11  o'clock  that  night. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Where  waa  that? 

Mr,  Aldrich.  That  was  at  my  house. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Do  you  know  how  he  got  there? 

Mr.  AuwicH.  I  have  not  the  slightest  idea. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Do  you  remember,  Senator,  whether  the  commillee 
of  which  you  were  the  chairman  had  a  meeting  that  evening? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  I  have  no  recollection. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Would  this  refresh  your  recollection :  That  your  com- 
mittee might  have  had  a  meeting  that  continued  along  until  10  o'clock, 
or  in  that  neighborhood,  and  that  you  left  the  meeting  of  the  com- 
mittee, of  which  you  were  chairman,  to  ascertain  the  thmgs  that  Mr. 
Hines  wanted  to  know? 

Mr.  AiJ>Ricn.  My  impression  is  that  the  delay  was  on  account  of 
my  inability  to  see  the  President. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  you  think  it  was  not  because  of  the  meeting  of 
your  committee  ? 

Mr.  Au>rich,  That  is  my  impression. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  But  that  is  not  clear  in  your  mind  ? 

Mr.  Aii>rich.  No  ;  it  is  not. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  In  any  event,  you  did  not  see  the  Preadent  until 
late  that  night  ? 

Mr.  Aldrich,  Yes. 

Mr,  HANix;Y.  And  you  think  it  was  about  11  o'clock? 
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Mr.  Alobich.  I  think  I  made  the  statement  that  I  made  to  Mr. 
Hines  at  11  o'clock  or  half  past  11  o'clock.  That  is  1117  general  reeolt- 
lection. 

Mr.  Hanbot.  Might  it  have  heen  12  o'clock  or  a  little  aftol 

Mr.  AiJ>RiCH.  It  might  have  been.    I  am  not  pocdtiTe. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Yon  are  not  clear  as  to  the  time  1 

Mr.  AuHucH.  No.    It  was  quite  late. 

Mr.  Hanegt.  Where  did  you  convey  that  to  Mr.  Hinea,  Senator  ? 

Mr.  AiDRicH.  At  my  house  on  Massacbasetts  Avenue. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Did  Mr.  Hines  go  to  your  house  with  you  »rli«r  na 
the  ni^t! 

Mr.  AxoKioH.  I  have  no  recollection. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Yoa  do  not  remember  about  tbatf 

Mr.  Aldbich.  No  ;  I  should  say  not ;  but  I  am  not  positive  on  tbatr 
subiect. 

Mr,  Hanect.  You  do  not  remember  how  Mr.  Hinee  g«*  there  on 
that  occasion  t 

Mr.  AiJxRicH.  No ;  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Do  you  remember,  Senator,  whether  Mr.  Hines  was 
at  your  house  when  you  returned  there  at  half  past  11  or  12  o'clock, 
or  whatever  time  it  was? 

Mr.  Au>BicH.  I  am  not  sure  whether  he  was  there  at  the  time  or 
came  later.     I  am  not  positive,  as  I  have  said. 

Mr.  Hanect.  But  you  did  meet  him  that  night  t 

Mr.  AxDRicH.  I  did. 

Mr.  Haneot.  And  did  you  tell  him  that  Senator  Lorimw  would 
be  entirely  agreeable  or  satisfactory  to  the  President  and  his  admin- 
istration and  to  you,  as  leaders  of  the  party? 

Mr.  AiDRicH.  I  said  to  him  that,  so  far  as  the  President  was  con- 
cerned, the  President  had  no  objections  to  his  candi^cV':  Ibat  the 
President  occupied  the  same  position  which  he  had  held:  he  was 
anxious  to  have  a  Republican  elected,  but  he  did  not  intend  to  take 
any  part  in  it  himself;  but  that  he  was  agreeable  to  the  election  of 
any  good  Republican,  and  that  Mr.  Lonmer's  Republicanism  was 
satia&ctory  to  him. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Mr.  Lorimer's  Republicanism  was  entirely  satisfac- 
tory to  the  President,  and  it  was  to  you ! 

Mr.  Aldrich.  It  was  to  me ;  yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  to  the  President  and  his  administration,  so  fer 
as  you  and  the  President  knew? 

Mr.  AuisicH.  So  far  as  I  knew. 

Senator  Fiatcheb.  Senator,  you  knew  that  Mr.  Hines  contran~ 
plated  coing  to  Chicago? 

Mr.  Au>Ki0H.  My  recollection  is  that  he  told  me  he  was  goisg. 

Senator  Fletcher.  He  wanted  to  have  this  information  before  he 
started? 

Mr.  AujBiCH.  That  was  my  understanding. 

Senator  Fletcher.  And  did  you  understand  that  he  was  to  make 
use  of  that  data  in  connection  with  that  visit ! 

Mr.  Alohich.  I  understood  he  was  to  use  the  fact  that  tb«e  was 
no  objection  on  the  part  of  the  President  to  Mr.  Lorimer'a  cs»- 
didacy. 
S«iator  Fletcher.  That  he  was  anthorized  to  use  that  faeti 
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Mr.  Aldbicb.  I  said  be  was  authorized  to  use  it,  and  if  anybodT 
questioned  it  they  could  be  referred  to  me. 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  is,  if  anybody  questioned  his  statemoit  thai 
Mr.  Lorimer  would  be  satisfactory  to  you,  or  to  the  President,  or  to 
the  administration,  they  could  be  referred  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Aldkich.  I  think  the  language  I  used,  so  far  as  the  PresideEt 
was  concerned,  was  that  his  candidacy  would  be  unobjectionable  to 
the  President.  As  far  as  I  was  concerned,  Mr.  Lorimer's  candidacy 
was  satisfactory  to  me,  as  I  have  already  stated,  because  he  was  t 
good  Republican. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  you  told  Mr.  Hines  that  if  anybody  c|uestioned 
what  you  had  just  told  him  about  the  position  of  the  adjninistratiiv 
and  yourself,  he  or  anybody  questioning  the  matter  could  refer 
to  you? 

Mr.  AuDKiCH.  I  said  that ;  yes. 

"Mr.  Hakbot.  Did  you  know  that  Mr.  Hines  had  telegraphed  lo 
Senator  Lorimer  that  niehtt 

Mr.  Aldbich.  No;  I  do  not  know  anything  about  any  telegrami 
to  anybody. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  request  him  to  telegraph! 

Mr.  Alobich.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanect-.  All  you  said  was  that  if  anybody  questioned  what 
you  told  Mr.  Hines  in  relation  to  that  subject  matter,  that  they 
might 

Mr.  Au«ich.  Refer  to  me. 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  they  might  telegraph  or  communicate  with 
you? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  They  might  refer  to  me. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  you  would  confirm  it? 

Mr.  Au«ioa.  Tea. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  intend  to  convey  to  Mr.  Hines  the 
idea  that  Mr.  Lorimer's  candidacy  would  not  be  objectionable  to 
the  President? 

Mr.  Aldeich.  Tes. 

Senator  Kenton.  Or  the  idea  that  he  wanted  Mr.  Lorimer  to  be  ■ 
candidate? 

Mr.  Au)RicH.  The  idea  which  I  intended  to  convey  to  Mr,  Mines 
was  exactlywhat  is  included  in  the  first  part  of  your  question. 

Senator  Kenton.  That  he  was  not  objectionable? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  Tes,  sir. 

Senator  Gamble.  That  is,  (hat  the  President  did  not  propose  to 
take  any  hand  in  the  election  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois? 

Mr.  AiiJBicH.  Tea,  sir. 

Senator  G-auble.  That  he  would  not  take  any  hand  in  the  electifm 
of  Senator  from  Illinois,  but  that  he  wanted  a  Republican  elected. 
and  that  the  candidacy  of  Mr.  Lorimer 

Mr.  Aij>rich.  Was  unobjectionable. 

Senator  Gaublb.  Was  unobjectionable  to  him  t 

Mr.  Au)SicH.  To  him. 

Mr.  Hanect.  The  President  had  the  same  position  that  you  had— 
that  is,  to  have  a  Republican  Senator? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  I  do  not  say 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  assiune  that  you  assume  that  I  am  going  to  a^  you 
something  that  I  am  not.    My  question  is  this :  The  President's  po- 
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sition  and  your  position  were  th«  same  in  the  desire  to  h&ve  two 
Itepublicau  Senators  from  Illinois) 

Mr.  Aii>RiCH.  Up  to  that  point,  yes;  unquestionably. 

Mr.  Hai<ect.  And  the  individuality  of  the  man  was  not  so  very 
important  to  either  as  that  two  Republicans  should  be  elected,  and 
that  they  should  be  good  Republicans  ? 

Mr.  Aldbich.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kebn.  To  make  two  Republicans  grow  where  only  one 
had  grown  before  ? 

Mr.  Hanecy.  1  do  not  know  whether  the  reporter  caught  your 
last  answer  as  "  yes." 

Mr.  Aldrich.  I  am  positive  as  to  myself,  but  not  as  to  the  Presi- 
dent. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  are  not  speaking  for  the  President  now? 

Mr.  AtDRicii.  No;  I  am  not  speakii^  for  the  President. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  It  was  thought,  was  it  not,  at  that  time,  that  the 
Legislature  of  Illinois  might  adjourn  in  deadlock,  without  electing 
anybody  Senator? 

Mr.  AiiDRtcB.  I  think  there  was  a  possibility  of  that,  certainly; 
and  I  think  there  were  some  statements  to  that  effect,  that  it  might 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  it  was  known  that  the  Legislature  of  Illinois 
only  met  once  in  two  years,  and  that  that  vacancy  could  not  be  filled 
until  the  next  legislature  met? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  I  think  that  was  a  matter  of  common  knowledge. 

Senator  Gamble.  And  it  was  also  understood  that  the  membership 
of  the  Illinois  Legislature  was  largely  Republican  ? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  It  was  also  known  to  you  and  to  everybody  who 
knew  of  the  course  of  political  events  that  there  was  an  actual  va- 
cancy from  Illinois  in  one  of  the  senatorships  ? 

Mr.  Au>iEiCH.  Yes;  I  understood  that. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Senator  Hopkins's  term  expired  on  the  4tl)  of  March 
that  year,  and  he  was  no  longer  a  Senator?  He  did  not  hold  over 
until  a  successor  was  elected  ? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  There  was  a  vacancy.  In  other  words,  the  Senate 
was  then  composed  of  91  Members. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Senator  Kem  read  to  you  from  page  823  of  the 
printed  record  in  this  case,  as  follows : 

He  said  that  tbe  admlnlstratioD  was  very  riuIoiib  to  hare  a  Senator  elected 
before  the  legislature  adjourned,  and  that  the?  felt  that  CoDsreesman  Lorl- 
mer  might  be  elected  Senator,  and  they  wished  to  bave  me  empbaelze  to  bini 
the  Importance,  If  there  was  a  posaiblHty  of  It,  of  his  becoming  a  candidate, 
In  doing  all  he  could  to  be  elected  at  the  esrllcat  momeot  posalble. 

You  answered  to  that,  I  believe,  that  you  did  not  say  the  latter 
part  of  it,.    That  is  right  ? 

Mr.  Aidrich.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Hanect.  But  you  do  not  mean  to  be  understood  as  saying 
that  the  part  preceding  that  was  not  so? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  I  have  already  stated  that  I  had  said  to  Mr.  Hines 
on  several  occasions  that  the  President  was  anxious  to  have  a  Re- 
publican Senator  elected  from  Illinois.  So  far  as  that  part  of  it 
la  concerned,  I  bave  already  stated  that  I  said  tliat  to  Mr.  Hines. 
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Mr.  Hakeot.  Did  anybody  go  with  you  to  see  the  Pnatdata 
that  occasion,  or  any  other  just  preceding  that — anybody  tna 
Illinois  1 

Mr.  AisBiGB.  No. 

Mr.  Haneot.  Did  you  see  the  statement  published  in  the  WiA- 
ingtOD  papers,  and  possibly  in  others  throu^out  the  country,  thit 
was  said  to  have  been  ^ven  out  on  the  evening  of  Thuisclay,  Jbk 
29,  1911,  and  published  in  the  Washington  Evening  Star  on  nidij. 
June  80, 1911,  as  follows 

Mr.  Au>Bics.  I  will  answer  that  question  before  you  begin  lad- 
ing, by  saying  I  have  not  seen  any  statement  in  reference  to  tiit 
matter  in  any  way,  in  the  newspapers  or  otherwise. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  See  whether  this  will  refresh  your  recoUectios  h 
any  decree,  Senator,  on  any  of  the  elements  that  you  have  ansmnJ 
in  relation  to  it : 

Mr.  Hlnefl'  testlinony  yeaterday,  iDdlcatlng  tbat  President  T»tt  bad  expncal 
a  prefercitce  for  Mr.  Lorlmer,  brought  forth  the  following  statement  tnm  * 
White  House  last  night. 

If  I  may  be  permitted,  I  should  like  to  say  to  you,  as  yon  mtyiml 
know  it,  that  this  honorable  committee  was  sitting  at  taa.t  time  hen 
in  Washington  on  this  matter. 

Mr.  AiABicH.  Fortunately,  or  unfortunately,  I  am  unacqniinted 
with  any  of  these  transactions,  or  any  of  these  complications,  or  e^si 
the  sessions  of  this  honorable  committee.  I  have  been  out  of  tb 
country  for  four  or  five  weeks. 

Senator  Gamble.  You  must  be  very  happy. 

Mr.  Aii>RicH.  I  have  not  read  anything  in  connectimi  with  ibt 
matter. 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  is  the  reason  I  stated  that  fact,  as  <Mie  whid 
will  re  recognized  by  the  members  of  the  committee.  Now,  qnotiiij 
from  this  statement: 

The  fact,  with  reference  to  Fresldoit  Taft's  relations  to  Senator  Lorlmer't 
electltm.  Is  this: 

That  daring  the  taiifF  flght  graitlemen  came  to  him  and  exprecsed  tbrir  b- 
t«Nat  In  passing  the  tariff  bill,  and  said  that  it  had  been  snggeatcd  from  IlllnoH 
that  it  woDid  be  wise  for  the  Preeident  to  exprMS  an  opinion  in  Oitw  of  tlie 
election  of  Mr.  Lorlmer.  He  did  not  know  Mr.  Lorlmer  well,  although  he  kw 
that  he  was  an  influeiitlal  Member  of  ConKress,  but  he  did  know  aeMW 
Hopkins.  Be  knew  very  little  abont  IIUddIs  politics,  but  eannvsMd  ■  i^ 
tbat  there  should  he  two  Bepnbllcan  Senators  from  IlUaola.  But  when  atm 
to  put  tltat  in  the  form  of  a  telegram  aiding  the  election  of  Mr.  LorimH  ^ 
dMlined  to  do  BO. 

I  wanted  to  call  your  attention  specially  to  the  last  part  of  it- 


Does  that  in  any  way  refresh  your  recollection  as  to  whether  u?' 
body  had  asked  the  President,  in  your  presence  or  throng  yoUi  "* 
send  a  telegram  or  to  permit  anybody  to  telegr»>h  throu^  himf 

Mr.  AiJ>RicH.  It  does  not.  As  a  matter  of  nict,  no  such  incident 
ever  occurred. 

Mr.  HANBcr.  And  you  do  not  know  whether  any  othn-  gentlanU' 
from  Illinois  had  asked  the  President  to  do  that  or  notf 

Mr.  Au>RicH.  I  do  not. 
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Mr.  Ha?isot.  I  think  you  said,  Seoator,  thai  Mr.  Hinee  did  leave, 
or  you  underatood  he  left,  either  the  ni^t  that  he  talked  witii  joa 
last  about  this  matter,  or  the  next  day,  for  Chicaco  or  Springfield! 

Mr.  Au>BTCB.  I  bad  no  knowledge  upon  the  suoject,  but  I  assumed, 
from  the  fact  that  he  told  me  he  was  going,  that  be  did  go.  I  did 
not  know  anTthing  about  that. 

Mr.  Hawbot.  And  you  knew  he  was  going  there  to  convey  the 
general  infonnation  that  he  had  obtained} 

Mr.  AuisioH.  I  Imew  that  he  was  to  say  to  certain  people  in  the 
legislature  or  to  certain  people  in  Illinois  that  Mr.  liOrimerB  election 
would  not  be  objectionable  to  the  Frteident. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Or  to  you! 

Mr.  Aldkich.  Or  to  me. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Or  to  the  leaders  of  the  party  in  Washington ! 

Mr.  AiJ>BicH.  I  did  not  undertake  to  speak  for  anybody  but  my- 
self. 

Mr.  Hancct.  Yoa  ony  spoke  for  yourself  and  the  President! 

Mr.  Au>RicH.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Haneot.  There  was  no  restriction  upon  the  use  of  that  in- 
formation by  Mr.  Hines,  that  would  exclude  him  from  saying  that 
to  Gov.  Deneent 

Mr.  Au)BiCH.  Certainly  not. 

Mr.  Haneoti  You  do  not  differentiate,  do  you,  S«i«tor  Aldrich, 
between  "  satisfactory  "  and  "  acceptable,  when  you  use  those  terms 
in  reference  to  Senator  Lorimer's  uection  as  Senator  t 

Mr.  Aij>RicH.  I  think  the  word  I  used  was  "  unobjectimable." 
That  was  the  language  wbidi  I  used. 

Mr.  Hanbctt.  And  you  understood,  then,  as  you  understand  now, 
that  that  would  be  equivaloit  in  that  connection  to  "  acceptable  "! 

Mr.  AiDKiCH.  I  am  not  undertaking  to  differentiate  l^ween  the 
w(^s,  but  I  think  that  "  unobjectioimble "  was  the  word  I  used. 
That  was  the  word  I  intended  to  use,  so  far  as  concerns  speaking  toe 
the  President.  I  meant  to  say  that  the  President  was  not  urging  the 
election  of  any  man,  or  had  no  anxiety  about  the  election  of  any  man, 
but  was  desirous  that  a  Bepublican  should  be  elected,  and  that  Mr. 
Lorimer's  candidacy  was  unobjectionable  to  him.  I  tried  to  state  that 
as  plainly  as  I  comd. 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  is  all. 

The  Chairhan.  Are  there  any  other  questions! 

Senator  Kenton.  Senator,  your  first  conversation  with  the  Presi- 
dent was  in  relation  to  Congressman  Boutell  and  his  candidal! 

Mr.  AiABiCH.  I  am  not  speaking  about  my  conversations  with  the 
Fresiduit.  I  have  tried  to  avoid  that.  I  am  only  speaking  about 
what  I  stated  about  the  attitude  of  the  President,  t  have  tri^  to  re- 
frain from  stating  my  conversations  with  him. 

Senator  Kemton.  I  am  asking  you  if  the  first  conversation  with 
the  President  was  in  relaticm  to  Congressman  Boutell! 

Mr.  AuwiCH.  I  have  made  no  statement  about  that  at  all. 
Senator  Kenton.  Did  the  President  express  any  anxiety  or  de- 
sire at  any  time  to  hare  Mr.  Lorimer  elected ! 

Mr.  Aldrich.  I  feel  as  though  I  ought  not  to  state  what  were  my 
conversations  with  the  President. 

Senator  Kenton.  I  am  not  asking  you  for  that.  I  am  asking  you 
if  he  manifested  any  desire  to  have  lir.  Loriiner  elected! 
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Mr.  Aldrich.  My  statement  to  Mr.  Hines  was  what  I  hxvt  Riniiiy 
reiterated,  and  I  do  not  fed  authorized  to  state  what  were  my  conyer- 
sations  with  the  President. 

Senator  Kekvon,  Do  vou  decline  to  answer  the  questi(Hi  Ttb«th« 
the  President  manifested  any  anxiety  or  desire  to  have  Mr,  Lorima 
elected? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  1  have  stated  the  President's  attitude  as  I  undB- 
stood  it,  and  I  think  I  am  stating  it  authoritatively  on  this  subjea. 
My  statement  has  gone  into  the  record,  and  I  think  the  record  ^1 
show  exactly  what  I  have  said  on  that  subject. 

Senator  Kenyon.  It  is  your  understanding,  then,  that  he  did  l« 
express  any  anxiety  or  desire  to  have  Mr.  Lorimer  elected ;  he  mtnh 
wanted  a  Bepublican  elected? 

Mr.  Ai^RicH.  I  have  already  stated  that  his  desire  was  simply  i.i 
have  a  Kepublican  elected ;  that  he  did  not  intend,  himself,  to  ukr 
any  part  in  the  election;  and  I  think  I  can  say  that  the  statemeoL- 
which  I  made  to  Mr.  Hines  were  with  the  authority  of  the  PresidfDi 

Senator  Kenyon.  And  it  was  at  Mr.  Hines's  instance  thnt  t«l 
sought  the  President,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  AisiBiCH.  On  those  last  occasions;  yes. 

Senator  Kenyon.  The  President  did  not  take  the  matter  up  wilt 

youi 

Mr.  AiAiUCH.  No. 

Senator  Kbnton.  Is  it  true  that  the  President  was  concerned  n« 
with  the  person  who  might  be  elected,  but  with  having  a  RepuWiesL 
elected? 

Mr.  AiARiCH.  I  stated  that  to  Mr.  Hines,  and  I  have  stated  it  hen. 
that  that  was  the  only  anxiety  that  the  President  had  about  tlx 
matter — that  a  Itepubucan  should  be  elected,  and  that  the  vacan^ 
Bhould  be  filled  by  the  election  of  a  Republican  Senator;  that  he  did 
not  intend — that  was  as  I  understood  it,  and  that  was  the  attitu<it 
which  I  expressed  to  Mr.  Hines  and  everybody  else  in  my  talks  upon 
tiie  Buhjecfc— that  the  President  did  not  intend  to  take  any  part  in  tin 
election,  or  to  undertake  to  exennse  soy  active  influence  in  behaU  oi 
any  candidate. 

Senator  Kenyon.  You  never  intentionally  gave  Mr,  Hines  to 
understand  that  he  should  go  to  Illinois  and  use  me  President's  nunc 
in  connection  with  the  election  of  Senator  Lorimer? 

Mr.  Au>HicH.  Ko ;  only  as  I  have  stated,  t^at  his  electi<m  woald  b: 
unobjectionable. 

Senator  Qamblo.  And  you  expected  that  to  be  used  t 

Mr,  AiJ)RicH.  I  was  willing  that  it  should  be  used.  I  am  quite 
willing  to.say,  and  I  think  I  am  not  violating  what  I  understand  to 
be  the  relations  betwera  the  President  and  a  Member  of  CtHigress  il 
saying,  that  he  never  expr^ed  to  me,  at  any  time,  any  preference  in 
reference  to  the  senatorial  election  in  Illinois,  except  that  he  thought 
under  the  circumstances  that  Mr.  Hopkina  ought  to  be  elected,  oat 
that  he  did  not  intend  to  take  any  active  part  in  tjie  electicMi  of  &ay 
man. 

Senator  Kenton.  He  thought  Senator  Hoptdns  should  be  elected 
beciause  he  had  been  indorsed  m  the  primaries? 

Mr.  AiJ)RioH.  Yes. 

Senator  Kknyon.  You  thought  that  too,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  AuiRicH,  I  thought,  the  primary  having  been  h^,  itoo^to 
be  carried  out. 
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Senator  Ebnton.  What  was  your  attitude  toward  Senator  Hop- 
kins— friendly  ? 

Mr,  AiDRicH.  He  was  a  Member  of  the  Senate  when  I  was.  I  had 
no  feeling  toward  him  except  friendlinees. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  or  did  you  not  want  him  elected 
Senator  from  Illinois  i 

Mr.  Aij)RioH.  Well,  I  do  not  feel  called  upon  to  answer  that  ques- 
tion. 

Senator  Kxhton.  Why  not? 

Mr.  Au>BicH.  Because  my  personal  opinions  with  reference  to  the 
matter  are  not  important 

Senator  Kenton.  Are  you  not  willing  to  give  us  yoiu:  information 
and  your  knowledge  in  this  investigation  t 

Mr.  Aldbich.  On,  y^;  perfectly. 

Senator  Kenton.  Why  do  you  refuse  to  answer  as  to  your  attitude 
toward  Senator  Hopkins  f 

Mr.  Aldbich.  I  have  no  attitude  toward  him  at  all. 

Senator  Kxnton.  Were  yon  friwidly  with  him! 

Mr.  Aldbich.  Yes. 

Senator  Kznton.  Did  you  request  Vice  President  Fairbanks  not  to 
appoint  him  on  the  Monetary  Commission  t 

Mr.  AioRioH.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  Never! 

Mr.  Au)BiCH.  I  raised  the  question  wiUi  Vice  Pre^dent  Fairbanks 
that  he  had  not  any  authority  to  appoint  him. 

Senator  Kenton.  Under  the  law! 

Mr.  Au>BioH.  Under  the  law. 

Senator  Kbnton,  Did  you  have  some  little  friction  with  Senator 
Hopkins  in  regard  to  (hat! 

Mr.  AujKicH.  Not  that  I  know  of.  _ 

Senator  Kbnton.  No  feeling  on  his  part  cw  on  your  part! 

Mr.  Au>KiCH.  None  on  my  part.    I  do  not  know  anything  about 

Senator  &nton.  He  was  not  appointed,  was  he! 

'iir.  Au>KicH.  I  do  not  know.    The  record  will  show  that. 

Senator  Kenton.  Dont  you  know  who  the  members  of  the  Mone- 
tary Commission  are! 

Mr.  Au>iticH.  Yes;  but  I  dont  know  whether  he  was  appointed 
or  not.    That  is  a  question  of  legal  construction  of  the  statute. 

Senator  Kenton.  Was  an  atttmipt  made  to  appoint  him! 

Mr.  Aldbich,  I  think  that  there  was  an  attempt  made. 

S^ator  Kenton.  And  you  obiected  to  his  appointment! 

Mr.  Aldhioh.  I  objected  to  tne  appointment  of  anybody  on  the 
commission,  because  I  thought  the  Uw  did  not  permit  any  of  the 
Tacanciea  to  be  filled. 

Senator  Kenton.  Has  he  ever  acted  with  that  commission  since 
that  time! 

Mr.  Aiarioh.  No;  he  never  did  act  with  it. 

Senator  Kenton.  About  when  was  it  that  you  raised  that  objec- 
tion to  Senator  Hopkins! 

Mr.  Au>BiCB,  I  could  not  tell  yon. 

Senator  Kenton.  Was  it  along  during  the  deadlock  in  Illinois  I 

Mr.  Aij)BiCB.  I  am  not  sure.  I  did  not  raise  any  objection  to 
Senator  Hopldns.    I  raised  an  objection  to  the  appointment  of  any- 
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Ota,  Aa  I  construed  the  law,  vacancies  wwe  to  remain  vmukws; 
ther  were  not  to  be  filled,  and  I  still  think  that  is  the  law. 

smator  Kenton.  Had  there  ever  been  any  appointnenta  to  vtsaaa- 
cies! 

Mr.  AumicH.  There  have  been  appiontments  under  a  decision  or 
an  opinion  given  by  the  Attorney  Greneral,  as  I  underetand,  which 
I  have  never  seen;  but  my  own  personal  opinion  waa  tbmt  vacancies 
were  not  to  be  filled. 

Senator  Kenton.  Was  Senator  Hopkins  considered  one  of  your 
ioUowers  in  the  Senate  t 

Mr.  Aij)RicH.  Well,  I  hardly  think  that  you  want  to  press  an 
answer  to  that  question. 

Senator  Kenton.  There  was  not  any  question  about  the  leadership 
of  the  Senate,  was  there! 

iii.  AuaacB..  I  could  not  tall  you — yee,  there  were  a  great  many 
people  who  had  questions  about  it. 

Senator  Kenton.  It  has  been  growing  a  little.  Was  Senator  Hop- 
kins's attitude  satisfactory  to  you  in  ciHmeotion  with  the  tariff  f 

Mr.  Au>RicH.  I  do  not  know  what  his  attitude  was;  never  did 
know. 

Senator  Kjinton.  Did  you  know  what  his  attitude  was  with  refer- 
ence to  the  income-tax  lawt 

Mr.  Aii>RicH.  I  did  not,  and  never  had  the  slightest  interest  in 
what  it  was. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  were  taking  a  good  deal  of  interst  in  that 
along  about  the  time  of  the  Illin<HS  deadlock,  were  you  not! 

Mr.  Au)BioB.  Kot  at  all. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  took  no  interest  in  the  incoaie-tax  billt 

Mr.  Aldhich.  Not  at  that  time.    I  did  subaequently. 

Senator  Kenton.  The  Baily-Omnmios  bill? 

Mr.  Au>bich.  That  was  subsequently. 

Senator  Kenton.  Was  that  subsequent  to  the  settlement  of  the 
Illinois  senatorial  question! 

Mr.  AujRicH.  Long  subsequent,  my  recollection  is. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  talk  with  Mr.  Lorimer  himaelf  about  the 
Illinois  senatorial  situation  previous  to  his  election  t 

Mr.  Aldrioh.  Never. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  talk  with  members  of  the  Illinois  dele- 
gation about  it! 

Mr.  AxoBioH.  I  have  t^ed  with  Senator  Cullom,  I  think,  about 
the  desirability  of  having  the  vacancy  filled.  I  talked  with  Mr. 
Lowden.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  wafi  while  he  was  a  Member  of 
the  House  or  not ;  I  can  not  tell. 

Senator  Kxnton.  Did  you  talk  with  the  Speaker  of  the  House 
about  it? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  Generally,  perhaps;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  How  early  during  the  deadlock  did  yoa  oooa- 
mence  to  take  an  active  interest  in  that  Illinois  situation! 

Mr.  Alorich.  I  never  took  an  active  interest  in  it. 

Senator  Kenyon,  Well,  were  not  these  talks  with  the  President 
and  the  talks  with  Mr.  Hines  something  of  an  active  interest  t 

Mr.  Aldhich.  I  had  talks  with  the  President  at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Hines,  who  was,  as  I  understood,  an  Illinoisan,  and  who  was  inter- 
ested— I  took  it  for  granted — in  the  election  of  a  Senator  from  that 
State. 


sdbyGoOgk' 


BBVATCn  FBOH  HJJNCnS.  1669 

Senat(»  Kbnyon.  Did  you  ask  Senator  Penrose  to  bring  Mir. 
Hines  to  your  room  to  talk  the  situation  over  ? 

Mr.  AiJMicH.  I  did  not. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  he  ever  bring  him  there! 

Mr.  Alorich.  Not  to  my  knowledge.    I  hare  no  recollecUon  of  it. 

Senator  Kbnyon.  Yon  nave  no  remembrance  of  Senator  Penrose 
coming  to  your  ro(»n  along  about  May  20  with  Mr.  Hines? 

Mr.  Au>RicH.  I  am  very  sure  he  dra  mrtr  at  that  time. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  send  for  Mr.  Hines  along  about 
Hay  SOf 

Mr.  AiDRicH.  I  did  not. 

Senator  Kbmton.  Did  you  say  to  him  that  the  conditions  in  Jlli* 
nois  indicated  that  no  Senator  would  be  dected  and  the  legiiilatuxe 
would  end  in  a  deadlock  t 

Mr.  Au>sicH.  I  think  I  have  already  answered  that  question. 

Senator  Kbnton.  And  did  you  say  that  it  seemed  to  you  that  Otm- 
gressman  Lorimer  could  be  elected  from  ihat  Statet 

Mr.  AiDuoH.  Z  think  I  have  already  answered  that  questiiHi  Mice 
or  twice. 

Senator  Kenton.  Well,  would  you  mind  answering  it  just  tfaiB 
time- — that  you  did  not  say  itf 

Mr.  AiiDUCH.  Xo,  air ;  I  did  not  say  it 

SenBt<»-  Kxnton.  Anid  did  you  ask  him  oonceaming  telephoning 
Congressman  Lorimer  and  urging  upon  him  to  bec<Hne  a  candidates 
or  to  assist  in  electing  some  Republican  at  the  earliest  date  possiblei 

Mr.  AuwioH.  I  have  already  answered  that  twice,  I  think. 

Senator  Ksnton.  You  did  not  say  that! 

Mr.  AumCR.  No,  sir. 

Senator  E^nton.  Do  you  remember  a^  conversation  of  that  kind 
at  all  in  your  office  at  any  time  with  Mr.  Hines  t 

Mr.  AxcBioH.  Oh,  I  remendwr  conT«:sati«i8,  as  I  have  already 
stated. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  telephone  him  to  meet  you  at  your 
house  along  about  May  22  or  23 1 

Mr.  Aldsich.  I  have  already  stated  what  I  know  or  remember 
about  the  conversations  that  took  place,  and  the  reasons  for  them. 

Senator  Kenton.  I  am  asking  you  that  in  order  to  fix  the  date  of 
this  conversation  that  Mr.  Hines  seems  to  have  testified  to  here. 

Mr.  AuiBicH.  My  general  recollection  is  that  the  conversation  I 
had  with  him  was  just  prior  to  the  election — two  or  three  days  prior 
to  the  election. 

Scmator  Kwiton.  You  do  not  remember  this  (^ce  conversation 
two  or  three  daysprior  to  the  time  he  met  vou  at  your  house  f 

Mr.  Alorich.  Well,  I  have  already  stated,  that  I  did  not  remember 
whether  the  ccmversation  whidi  I  had  at  that  time  was  in  the  office 
building  or  the  Senate  Building,  or  in  my  house.  I  have  no  recol- 
lection on  that  subject. 

Senator  Ksnton.  Why  were  you  interested  in  the  election  of  Mr. 
lorimer  to  the  Senate? 

Mr,  AiARiCH.  Interested  in  it?    How  do  you  mean? 

Senator  Kenton.  Why  did  you  bother  yourself  to  go  to  the  Presi- 
dent?   Why  did  you  bother  yourself  to  see  Mr.  Hines; 

Mr.  Aldrich.  I  was  a  Kepublican,  charged  with  more  or  lees 
responsibility  with  reference  to  Republican  policies  and  Bepub- 
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lican  administrations,  and  I  felt  an  interest  to  that  extoit  in  the  elec- 
tion of  a  Bepublican  in  Hlinois — the  same  kind  that  I  would  feel 
in  the  election  of  a  Republican  from  Iowa  or  from  any  other  State. 

Senator  Ksnton.  Have  you  been  as  interested  in  the  election  of 
Senators  from  Iowa  as  from  Illinois^ 

Mr.  Au>RicH.  Ordinarilj,  much  more  interested.  Mt  association 
for  more  than  30  years  with  one  of  the  noblest  m^i  who  ever  lived 
always  made  me  greatly  interested  in  Iowa  elections,  especially  in 
Iowa  senatorial  elections. 

Senator  Kxnton.  Did  you  take  a  good  deal  of  interest  in  the  sena- 
torial elections  in  various  States? 

Mr.  Aii>BiCH.  No,  sir;  no  special  interest,  except  that  I  was  always 
glad  when  a  Kepublicau  was  elected.  I  took  no  other  interest  what- 
ever. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  cared  not  what  his  views  might  be  on  any 
public  question? 

Mr.  Aij>BicH,  No.    I  was  not  responable  for  that. 

Senator  Kenton.  Had  vou  discussed  this  IHinois  senatorial  dead- 
lock and  the  c[uestion  of  other  candidates  with  members  of  the 
Illinois  delegation  ? 

Mr.  Aldrich.  Only  as  I  have  stated.    I  have  no  recollection  of  it 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  discuss  Mr,  Boutell's  election! 

Mr.  Au>BicH.  I  discussed  the  general  situation,  I  think,  with 
Senator  CuUom  and  the  Speaker,  and  I  think  that  is  about  all.  I  do 
not  remember  any  other  conversations. 

Senator  Kenton,  You  merely  told  them  your  interest  was  in  hav- 
ing a  Republican  elected ! 

Mr.  Aldrich.  No  ;  I  did  not  tell  them  that  I  asked  them  what  the 
situation  was. 

Senator  Kenton.  How  long  had  you  known  &&.  Hinesf 

Mr.  Au>KicH.  He  brought  a  letter  of  introduction  to  me,  I  think, 
from  George  Reynolds,  I  should  say  in  April,  or  it  might  have  been 
in  March.    I  had  never  known  him  before  that 

Senator  Kenton.  Had  he  been  active  at  all  in  Illinois  politics) 

Mr.  AiABiCH.  I  have  no  idea. 

Sffliator  BJiNTON.  Or  in  national  politics? 

Mr.  Au>RicH.  I  have  no  idea. 

Senator  Kenton.  Had  you  seen  him  around  Congress  a  good 
deal  when  the  lumber  schedulee  were  being  discussed? 

Mr.  AiJ>BiCH.  I  had  never  seen  him  oefore  in  my  life  that  I 
know  of. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  see  him  a  good  deal  during  the  time  that 
the  Senate  was  debating  and  voting  on  the  question  of  SeRat<v 
Lormier's  right  to  a  seat? 

Mr.  Alorich.  Ko  ;  I  did  not  see  him  at  all.  I  was  not  here — bad 
never  seen  him,  never  had  any  conversation  with  him  on  the  subject 

Senator  Kenton.  Were  you  here  at  the  time  the  vote  was  taken? 

Mr.  Alobich.  Ko;  I  was  away  all  through  the  sesaon.  The  ques- 
tion came  up  after  I  left  the  Senate,  and  I  have  never  known  any- 
thing about  it  except 

Senator  Kenton.  Your  term  had  not  expired? 

Mr.  Au)RicH.  I  was  sick  and  had  to  go  South.  I  was  not  present 
at  that  session  of  the  Senate. 

Senator  Kenton.  That  is  all  I  dewre  to  ask. 


H;»  Google 


BBNATOB  FBOM  rt.T.Tvmp,  1671 

The  Chairhan.  Are  there  any  other  questions} 

Mr.  Haneoy.  Senator  AMrich,  the  condition  of  deadlock  existing 
in  the  Legislature  of  Illinois  in  the  latter  part  of  May,  when  you  had 
this  last  talk  with  Mr.  Hiues,  with  the  result  that  there  had  been  no 
election  of  a  United  States  Senator  up  to  that  time,  was  in  no  way 
induced  by  you  or  the  President,  or  by  anything  that  either  you  or 
the  President  did  in  any  degreel 

Mr.  AuiBicH.  I  understand  not — not  as  far  as  I  am  concerned. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Neither  you  nor  the  Pre^dent  had  taken  any  action 
directly  or  indirectly,  that  you  knew  of,  which  induced  the  condition 
of  deadlock  and  prevented  the  election  of  Senator  Hopkins  at  that 
session? 

Mr.  AuiBicH.  Certainly  not,  so  far  as  I  know ;  and  certainly  not, 
so  far  as  I  am  concerned  personally. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  the  condition  that  you  had  to  deal  with,  so  far 
as  you  did  deal  with  it,  was  a  condition  of  deadlock  in  the  legisla.- 
ture  and  the  possibility  that  no  Senator  would  be  elected  from  Illi- 
nois at  that  session?    That  is  right,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Aldbich.  That  is  right 

Mr,  Haneoy.  And  whatever  you  did  was  with  a  view  of  having 
some  good  Bepublican  elected  to  the  United  States  Senate  from 
Illinois  f 

Mr.  Aldhioh.  That  is  the  wily  interest  I  had  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  Haneoy.  It  was  not  one  of  opposition  to  Senator  Hopkins? 

Mr.  Aldkich.  Xot  in  the  slightest  degree.  I  had  no  such  oppo- 
sition. 

Mr.  Haneoy.  That  is  all. 

The  CHAmuAN.  We  will  take  a  recess  at  this  point. 
(Whereupon,  at  12  o'clock  and  25  minutes  p.  m.,  the  committee 
took  a  recess  until  2  o'clock  p.  m.) 


At  the  expiration  of  the  recss  the  committee  resumed  its  session. 

The  Chaibman.  Whom  do  vou  call? 

Mr.  Masble.  We  have  not  miished  with  Mr.  Wiehe. 

Mr.  Wiehe  then  resumed  the  witness  stand. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Mr.  Chainnan,  before  we  proceed  with  this  witness 
I  want  to  call  the  committee's  attention  to  a  publication  in  the 
Washington  Times  dated  Wednesday,  July  19,  which  may  possibly 
have  and  probably  will  have  a  very  serious  effect  on  witnesses  to  be 
called  hereafter.  I  assume  that  there  should  be  no  intimidation  and 
no  act  done  by  anybody  connected  with  these  proceedings  that  would 
in  any  way  induce  a  witness  to  tell  less  than  the  whole  truth,  or 
prevent  him  from  telling  the  truth,  the  whole  truth,  and  nothing 
out  the  truth ;  and  that  that  tesimony  should  go  in  here  uninfluenced 
by  anything  that  takes  place  here  or  by  any  or  the  surroundings  here. 

I  should  like  to  have  the  record  show  what  this  article  is.  I  am 
not  going  to  ask  the  committee  to  take  any  action,  but  leave  it  to 
the  committee  to  say  whether  this  should  continue  and  whether  wit- 
nesses who  are  called  here  by  the  committee  and  compelled  to  at- 
tend should  be  subjected  to  articles  of  this  kind. 
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"  LOBIHEB  PlUHtEBS  HdWT  KW  SHmJW,  AtJ.IWCT)  '  FiXBB  ' — HJB  Ac- 

TTvmES  IN  GfrrnMO  AFFnuvns  ka  Hines  Pboflb  Ritsaes) — Hib 
BnsiNBas  with  J.  B.  Pbics  Shown-^Abked  for  a  Dbhiai.  of  Bm- 
GESs's  Stobt  or  Jack-Pot  Talk  ih  Westcrit  Sunpnro  Cab. 

[B7  JinisoH  C  Wbluteil] 

"  The  Lorimer  iuTeatigators  got  doee  to  tbe  trail  of '  Bob '  Shidds, 
boss  '  fixer '  for  the  Hinea  lumber  fcocas,  during  the  BeeraoD  of  the 
ccMDinittee  to-day. 

"  But  where,  oh,  where,  is  Shields!  The  oommittee  wants  ever  so 
much  to  hear  him  tell  how  he  trailed  around  the  country  fannting 
witnesses  for  Hiuee,  refreshing  their  memories,  sup{)lyin^  things  for 
them  to  recollect,  and  getting  them  to  ewear  to  it.  But  it  can%  find 
him. 

"  John  Benjamin  Prioe,  a  furtive  young  man  from  Seattle,  tdd 
Qta  c<Hmnittee  to-day  bow  Shidds  'fixed'  him.  Price  was  a  good, 
loyal  Hines  witness.  He  didnt  intend  to  give  away  any  ta  the 
secrets  of  the  lodge.  But  under  cross-examination  he  got  to  taUing 
too. much,  and  pretty  soon  Ute  cat — it  lotted  as  big  as  a  fat  tiger — 
was  out  of  the  bag. 

"price  nervous. 

"  Price  was  awfully  nervous,  and  so  was  Hines,  after  the  lid  got 
pried  up  and  the  odors  began  to  escape. 

"  It  happened  this  way :  Burgess,  a  witness  for  the  prosecution, 
some  days  ago  told  of  riding  on  a  train  from  Duluth  to  Virginia, 
Minn.,  with  a  party  of  lumbermen.  In  the  smoUng  compartment 
Wiehe,  secretary  of  the  Hines  company,  regaled  the  assembled  lum- 
bermen—just  as  if  it  was  a  common  enough  and  proper  enough  thing 
for  all  the  big  lumber  interests  to  know  about— with  the  story  of  how 
the  Hines  crowd  elected  Lorimer  and  how  dreadfully  expensive  it 
■was ;  cost  $100,000,  in  fact 

"  That  storv  must  be  broken  down  by  the  defense.  Shields  went 
clear  to  Seattle  to  find  Price  and  got  him  to  swear  that  he  was  in  the 
smoking  car  throughout  the  entire  trip  and  never  heard  a  blessed 
word  of  any  such  talk.    He  was  listening  all  the  time,  too. 

"  The  story  of  how  Shields  found  Price  with  practically  no  recol- 
lection of  the  smoking-car  conversation,  talked  it  over  with  him, 
convinced  him  that  he  knew  all  the  men  who  were  present  and  re- 
membered what  was  and  what  was  not  talked  about,  was  rich  and 
edifying.    It  was  a  liberal  education  in  the  art  of  '  fixing.' 

"  COMMITTEE   MEMBERS    ANORT. 

"  Members  of  the  committee  were  mad  all  through  as  the  story 
came  out.  Hines  fidgeted,  and  poor  Price,  who  was  manifestly  do- 
ing the  best  he  could  to  stick  by  the  story  Shields  had  convinced  him 
he  recollected,  sweat  and  fidgeted  and  clasped  and  unclasped  his 
hands  and  turned  a  shade  redder  every  few  minutes  while  the  torture 
proceeded. 

"  The  hot  stuff  came  out  as  a  result  of  questions  by  Senator  Ken- 
yon  and  Attorney  Marble.  Kenyon  was  back  on  the  bench  to-day 
after  several  days'  absence,  and  he  got  active  without  delay. 
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"  Shields  is  wanted,  and  he  will  be  a  star  witness  if  he  is  caught. 
He  probably  will  not  be,  for  meoibeTs  of  the  committee  understand 
Uiat  8(»ne  time  a^,  when  matters  bemua  to  warm  up.  Shields  re- 
ceived a  tel^ram  at  Chic&no  telling  him  to  get  out  of  tiie  United 
States  as  fast  as  possible.  If  he  didn't  get  out,  he  ^t  hidden,  for 
the  process  servers  of  the  Senate  can't  find  hair  or  hide  of  him  any 
place. 

"  Shields,  if  found,  will  be  put  through  the  Itoifer  catechism — the 
longest  aati,  in  fact.  He  has  been  reputed  to  hare  handled  a  lot  of  the 
big  money  that  was  used  in  getting  Stephenson  elected  Senator  from 
"VSasconsin  three  years  ago.  In  that  campaign  Stephenson  swore 
that  he  spent  $114,000  gettingUie  nomination  alone.  Beyond  that, 
Shields  is  well  understood  in  Wisctsisin  to  have  handled  a  big  swag 
in  the  fight  last  year  to  defeat  La  Follette.  He  didnt  sucked  so 
well  in  the  La  Follette  fight  as  he  did  in  the  Stephenson  one. 


"  The  fiat  contradictionB  concerning  the  sleeping-car  talk  have  beoi 
so  rank  that  m^nbers  of  the  committee  were  talking  to-day  of  start- 
ing perjury  proceedings  in  connection  with  them.  That  both  Price 
and  Bui^ess  could  have  been  telling  the  truth,  or  what  they  recol- 
lected as  the  truth,  was  regarded  as  utterly  inconceivable. 

"  Senator  Koiyon^  who,  several  days  ago,  demanded  that  a  bundi 
of  perjuty  prosecutions  be  instituted  at  once,  was  especially  at  the 
front  in  developing  the  incMisistencies  in  the  stories  to-day.  He  was 
in  a  bad  temper,  and  business  was  exceedingly  active  for  young  Mr. 
Price. 

"  B.  A.  Johnson,  of  the  American  Lumberman,  told  his  recoUec- 
tiiMi  of  the  conversation  on  the  railroad  train  between  Duluth  and 
Yirginia,  Minn.  He  was  called  by  the  defense  to  help  break  down 
tile  stories  that  others  had  told  of  that  trip,  to  the  effect  that  there 
was  a  long  talk  about  the  electiim  of  Ix»imer,  and  that  Wiehe 
bragged  about  the  electiim  of  Lorimer,  and  how  money  was  used  to 
bringit  about. 

"  'Were  you  sober ('  demanded  Senator  Fletdier,  with  the  mollify- 
ing explanation  that  he  didn't  want  to  be  offensive.  Witness  didnt 
seem  to  mind,  being  sustained  by  a  ctoisciousness  of  rectitude  whldi 
enabled  him  promptly  to  reply :  '  I  was.' 

"  BUBoaaa  *  nniM'T  ixmk  '  dbdkk. 

"'Do  you  think  Burgeas  was  sober!'  pursued  the  Senator.  Bur- 
gess had  told  the  oommittea  in  detail  about  the  talk  tiiat  Johnson 
said  never  took  place. 

"'He  didn't  look  drunk;  nobody  was  drunk  on  that  tnUn,'  replied 
Johnson." 

I  ahoald  like  to  have  that  aj^iear  in  the  record  here,  as  part  of  it, 
without  re£[ard  to  what  the  committee  may  do  to  protect  the  wit- 
nesses that  it  subpoenas  and  compels  to  come  here  aaid  give  testimony 
in  this  matter.  The  uniform  practice  throughout  the  Christian 
world  18  that  when  a  witness  is  called  by  a  court  having  jurisdiction 
to  do  so  and  to  compel  his  attendance  and  his  testimony,  the  witness 
diall  be  protected  by  all  the  power  of  the  State  or  the  nation  back 
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of  the  community  that  calls  him ;  and  that  nothing  shall  be  done  tint 
will  in  any  way  intimidate  that  witness  or  any  other  witaes  tbiE 
may  follow  hirn  thereafter.  I  assume,  this  being  practically  i 
tribunal  lower  only  than  the  Senate  itself  in  this  matter  (and  thtt 
is  tiie  highest  in  the  world  in  this  matter),  that  it  may  fe^  it  is  itj 
duty  to  see  tliat  its  witnesses  are  not  intimidated,  not  abnaed,  net 
assaulted  in  this  way  by  anybody  who  has  the  privileges  extended  to 
him  or  them  by  this  committee  of  coming  here  and  gating  the  b- 
formation,  and  that  it  will  not  permit  an^x>dy,  either  an  indlvidoil 
or  the  press,  to  speak  for  this  committee,  as  tnis  article  assomee  to. 
in  condemnation  of  the  witnesses  who  have  appeared  here,  and  who 
may  appear  here. 

The  CHAntHAiT.  The  ccsnmittee  will  take  the  matter  under  «»- 
^deration. 

Senator  Kenton.  Judge  Hanecy,  do  you  know  of  any  way  i£ 
which  the  committee  can  prevent  newspapers  commenting,  when 
witnesses  disagree  in  the  testimony  as  these  witnesses  doT  Whit 
can  the  committee  do? 

Mr.  Hanegt.  The  committee  is  not  called  upon,  Senator,  if  I  may 
express  it  in  that  way^  to  control  the  publication  of  tlie  testimony 
itself^  or  the  contradiction  between  the  testimony ;  bnt  the  conunitt«e 
can,  in  this  case,  as  it  can  in  evny  other,  protect  the  men  whom  it 
calls  here  and  compels  to  come  and  testify,  frcmi  the  assaults  of  the 
people  who  are  permitted  to  cmne  here  only  by  the  privil^e  of  thi: 


Senator  Kknton.  But  is  not  the  discrepancy  in  the  testimony  of 
Mr,  Burgess,  for  instance,  and  of  Mr.  Price  and  these  gentleman,  i 
fair  matter  to  be  commented  on? 

Mr.  Hanect.  That  is  not  what  I  read  this  article  for. 

Senator  Kenyon.  I  want  your  theory  as  to  how  the  committee  c« 
stop  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  The  committee  can  stop  anybody  in  a;  summary  way. 
if  not  in  any  other;  but  I  do  not  believe  it  would  be  necessary  to 
have  any  of  those  summary  proceedings.  Anybody  who  is  receiving 
favors  from  the  committee  can  be  prevented  from  coming  here  ano 
speaking  for  this  committee  or  expressing  what  he  or  they  or  it  deem- 
the  judgment  of  this  committee,  condemning  the  witness  or  witness^ 
that  this  committee  brings  here;  and  that  is  what  I  am  talking  about 
in  this  matter  and  that  is  the  question  that  confronts  this  committtt 
and  the  witnesses  that  it  has  called  and  may  call  hereafter. 

The  Chairman.  Proceed  with  the  witness.  The  committee  will  tab 
the  suggestion  under  consideartion. 

TESHMOITT  OF  C.  T.  WIEHE— Seaumed. 

Mr.  Farhah.  Coming  back,  Mr.  Wiehe,  to  the  subject  matter  of  the 
testimony  of  Mr.  Burgess,  with  which  we  were  engaged,  at  the  time 
of  the  last  adjournment,  did  you  make  a  contribution  of  $10,000  to 
a  iirck  pot  havi^  for  its  object  the  election  of  Senator  Lorimer? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Fabrar  Did  you  contribute  any  sum  whatever  to  any  such 
jack  pot? 

Mr.  WixHS.  I  did  not 
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Mr.  Fakrab.  Did  you  contribute  any  3uni  whatever,  directly  or  in- 
directly, to  bring  about  the  election  of  Mr.  Lorimer  to  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Fabrah.  Did  you  subscribe  to  any  such  fund? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Fabbar.  Did  you  obl^&te  yourself  in  any  way  to  make  good 
any  fund  that  might  be  used  for  that  purpose,  put  up  by  others? 

Mr.  Wi£HB.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Fabhab.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  any  such  fund  was 
organized,  or  built  up,  or  guaranteed,  or  subscribed  by  anybody  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Fabkas.  Do  you  know  whether  any  such  fund  in  fact  existed  ? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Fabrak.  Did  you  personally  ever  make  any  contributions  to 
Senator  Lorimer's  political  campaign  fund  prior  to  the  time  when 
he  was  elected  Senator  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  paid  no  personal  contribution ;  no,  ^r. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  Did  any  company,  or  any  oreanization  with  whic^ 
you  are  connected,  make  any  contribution  of  any  sort  or  kind,  to- 
ward the  election  of  Senator  Lorimer  to  Congress,  or  to  any  other 
office  j  and  if  so,  what  was  the  character  of  the  contribution  that 
you  made,  and  when  was  it  made  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  The  Hines  Lfiimber  Co.  loaned  Mr.  Lorimer's  cam- 
paign committee  three  wagons  and  horses  and  teamsters. 

Mr.  Fabbar.  What  year  was  that? 

Mr.  WniHB.  I  think  that  was  in  1906,  Just  before  the  election,  I 
believe,  they  had  a  night  parade  on  the  West  Side,  and  we  loaned 
them  these  three  wagons.  They  decorated  the  wagons.  We  con- 
tributed wagons  and  hired  the  teamsters  and  the  horses. 

Mr.  Fabrab.  What  else  did  the  company  do,  or  did  you  or  Mr. 
Hines  or  anybody  connected  with  the  company  do,  in  regard  to  that 
election  ? 

Mr.  WiEHB,  I  got  out  a  circular  in  1906 — I  think  it  was  in  Au- 
gust, 1906 — just  before  the  primaries,  which  circular  we  paid  for 
the  printing  of,  the  addressing  of  the  envelopes  of,  and  delivered  the 
circulars  to  Mr.  Lorimer's  campaign  committee,  and  they  mailed 
them  and  paid  the  postage  on  them  themselves. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  Did  Senator  Lorimer  or  any  of  his  friends  or  repre- 
sentatives or  any  of  his  political  committees  ever  ask  you,  or  solicit 
you  or  your  company,  or  any  company  with  which  you  are  connected, 
to  your  knowledge,  for  a  contribution  for  campaign  purposes? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Fabbar.  Have  you,  Mr.  Wiehe,  any  knowledge  in  respect  to 
the  alleged  jack  pot  which  is  said  or  claimed  to  nave  existed  at 
Springfield  ? 

Mr.  WiXHZ.  No  knowledge,  excepting  what  I  learned  or  gained 
from  the  newspapers. 

Mr.  Farbae.  Tnat  is  not  knowledge.     That  is  hearsay. 

Mr.  Wiehe.  That  is  information  or  hearsay,  I  suppose.  I  have 
no  personal  knowledge;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Fabbar.  Do  you  know  anybody,  or  have  you  met  anybody 
who  ever  claimed  to  have  personal  knowledge  in  respect  to  that  al- 
leged jack  pot? 
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Mr.  WiBHO,  No,  sir.  i 

Mr.'  Fabrae.  There  were  read  into  the  record,  while  Mr.  Hiw  I 
was  on  the  stand,  two  tele^ams,  one  dated  Washington,  D,  C,  Jb» 
4,  1909,  and  the  o^ier  one  dated  June  4,  1909,  directed  to  Ednnl 
Hines  at  the  New  Willard  Hotel,  Washington,  D.  C,  and  siewd 
E.  H.  L.  Co.  I  show  you  the  first  of  those  telegrams,  dated  ^t^- 
ington  D.  C,  June  4,  and  ask  jou  if  you  recognize  that  origisil 
telegram! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do. 

Mr.  Fabrab.  I  show  yoa  this  other  telegram  and  »A  you  if  jk 
remember  sending  that  telegram  i 

Mr.  WmHB.  I  do. 

Mr.  Fabhab.  I  will  ask  the  stenographer  to  mark  these  telwnm-. 

(The  telegrams  were  marked  respectively  "  Wiehe  1  mi 
"Wieh«2.") 

Mr.  Fabrah.  You  have  already  seen  these,  Mr.  Healy! 

Mr.  Htnes.  You  had  better  read  them,  because  there  is  a  misprin 
in  the  copy  which-went  into  the  record.  The  word  "  lake  "  is  suhsli 
toted  for  the  word  "  like."  There  is  a  typographical  or  telegnj^r 
error. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  better  to  have  them  read. 

Mr.  Hthes.  Bead  them,  and  that  will  correct  the  misprint.  On 
reads  all  right,  and  the  other  had  a  misprinted  word. 

Mr.  Farhah.  The  tel^jams  which  I  have  shown  yon,  Mr.  Wiebf- 
and  which  have  been  identified  by  the  stenqgrapher  and  nutrktd 
"Wiehe  1 "  and  "Wiehe  2,"  read  as  follows.  TOie  first  is  on  a  blini 
of  the  Postal  Telegraph  Co.  and  is  headed  Po.  Mt.  Je.  21.  Paid. 
Wabhihotom,  D.  C„  June  i.  I9tp. 
ID.  H.  li.  Co.,  Ohffo.: 

Wil!  tr7.  bare  Punk  meet  me  Cbfcago  Saturday  or  Sunday  Conld  meet  Ua 
anj'  ttme    Like  leave  here  today    Answer  qnlck. 

edw.  Hm 

9.46  a.  m. 

The  other  tel^ram  is  on  a  Western  Union  Telegraph  Co.  bttnt 
and  is  headed  June  4, 1909 : 
ItoWASo  Rims. 

New  Willard  Hotel,  WtuMm/lon,  D.  C: 

Fank  New  Tork  to-day.  Leaves  this  afteroooo  Washington.  Tbere  «■ 
morrow.  Ton  can  reach  blm  to-day,  Geopge  Perkins*  ofllce,  «r  Jodse  U»0 
flttyMue  Broadway. 

El  H.  1-  Ca 

Can  you  tell  the  oommktee  to  what  subject  matt«ar  those  telegniis 
refer « 

Mr.  Wi£HZ.  Iliiey  reler  to  a  message  Mr.  Hines  aiked  me  to  ctn- 
vev  to  Mr.  Funk. 

Mr.  Fabrab.  When  did  Mr.  Hines  ask  you  to  convej  the  measip 
to  Mr.  Funkt 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  think  on  May  31, 1909. 

Mr.  Fabrar.  Was  that  the  day  that  Mr.  Hines  left  CSiictgo  ^ 
Wa^ingtonl 

Mr.  WlBHB.    It  WBS. 

Mr.  Fabrab.  What  was  the  message  that  Mr.  Hines  asked  joa  (c 
convey  to  Mr,  Funk  f 
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Mr.  WiEHE.  He  told  me  to  see  Mr.  Funk  and  say  to  Mr.  Funk 
that  there  was  nothing  in  the  matter  that  Mr.  Funk  had  talked  to 
•'  him  about. 

Mr.  Faiuub.  Did  he  give  you,  at  that  time,  any  explanation  of 
that  message  i 

Mr.  WiEiiE.  He  did  not. 

Mr.  Fahrab.  Did  you  know  what  Mr.  Hines  referred  to  when  he 
gave  you  that  messaged 

Mr.  WiKHE,  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Fabbar.  Did  you  go  to  see  Mr.  Funk? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  went  to  his  office ;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Farrak,  Did  you  find  him  there? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Xo,  sir. 

Mr.  Fahrar.  Do  you  remember  what  diy  you  went  to  see  Mr. 
Funk — whether  it  was  Monday  or  the  day  after  that? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  think  it  was  on  Tuesday. 

Mr.  Fabhar.  Tuesday,  the  1st  of  June? 

Mr.  AViEHE.  Juno  1. 

Mr.  Faerar.  The  day  that  you  did  not  find  him? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Did  you  communicate  with  Mr.  Funk  after  you  failed 
to  find  him? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  telephoned  him.  I  think,  the  next  day. 

Sir.  Farbab.  You  think  on  the  2d  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Did  you  deliver  the  message  to  Mr.  Funk  which  Mr. 
Hines  gave  you  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  did. 

Mr.  Farbab.  What  was  Mr.  Funk's  answer  to  you  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Mr.  Funk  said  he  would  like  to  see  Mr.  Hines  verT' 
much;  that  he  expected  togo  to  Washinirton  via  New  York,  and  would 
probably  be  there  Saturday,  and  would  like  to  see  him  there. 

Mr.  Farbab.  Did  you  convey  Mr.  Funk's  answer  to  you  to  Mr. 
Hines? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  think  I  did;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Farrar.  How? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  By  telephone. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Wlien? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  think  on  the  3d  of  June. 

Mr.  Farrar.  These  messages,  then,  which  passed  between  yon  and 
Mr.  Hines,  refer  to  this  matter  that  you  have  just  testified  to? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  They  do. 

Mr.  Farbab.  After  you  got  this  telegram  from  Mr.  Ilines  from 
Washington,  wliaf  did  you  do  to  get  the  information  contained  in  this 
telegram  as  to  Mr.  Fiuik's  whereabouts? 

Mr,  WiEiiE.  I  called  up  the  International  Harvester  Co.,  for  the 
purpose  of  talking  to  Mr.  Funk.  Some  one  there  advised  me  that 
he  had  gone  to  New  York,  and  told  me  where  he  could  be  found. 

Mr.  Fakr.»r.  This  information,  then,  as  to  Mr.  Funk's  whereabouts 
you  got  from  the  Harvester  Co.  by  telephone,  and  put  it  in  this 
telegram  to  Mr.  Hines? 

Mr.  WrEHE.  Yes. 
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Mr.  Fahrar.  Mr.  Ch&irman,  we  would  like  to  file  these  two  tete- 
crams  with  the  committee  as  exhibits  to  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Wi^e. 
They  have  already  been  identified. 

The  Chairman.  Very  well. 

Mr.  Farrar.  When  did  you  find  out  what  the  message  that  Mr. 
Hines  mve  you  to  Mr.  Funk  referred  tot 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I  think  about  6  weeks  ago. 

Mr.  Farrab.  Did  you  ever  discuss  the  matter  with  Mr,  Hines  in 
the  interval  between  the  sending  of  these  telegrams  and  6  weeks  agot 

Mr.  WiBHE.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Farrab.  Are  you  connected  with  the  Lumbermen's  Assoda- 
titm  of  Chicago? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Not  at  this  time;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Fabbar.  Were  you  ever  connected  with  it  t 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Yes. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  What  position  did  you  hold  on  any  committees  in 
tiiat  association? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I  was  chairman  of  the  trade  CMnmittee  of  the  Lum- 
l)ermen's  Association  of  Chicago. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  What  did  that  trade  committee  have  to  do  with  the 
natter  of  the  improvement  of  the  waterways  of  Chicago? 

Mr.  WiEHB,  Tnat  committee  took  a  very  active  part  in  endeavor- 
iiwr  to  improve  the  waterways  through  Chicago  for  the  pnrpose 
ofregaining  to  Chicago  the  commerce  that  we  thought  we  had  lost 
on  account  of  the  inadequate  facilities. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Inadequate  facilities  of  the  river! 

Mr.  WnsHB.  Of  the  river;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Fabrab.  Has  Chicago  any  other  harbor  than  the  Chicago  River 
and  it  branches? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Yes ;  it  has  a  harbor  at  Calumet  That  whole  section 
is  called  one  harbor.    Calumet  is  a  part  of  the  Chicago  Harbor. 

Mr.  Fabbae.  But  they  have  no  place  other  than  the  Chicago  River 
vhere  they  can  receive  and  discharge  cargo? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Tes ;  at  Calumet  they  receive  and  discharge  cargo. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  That  is  a  ^good  many  miles  away  from  Chicago? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Yes;  that  is  at  South  Chicago. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  I  am  speaking  of  the  main  Dody  of  the  city. 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Oh,  the  Chicago  River  is  the  only  harbor  of  the  main 
body  of  the  city — the  Chicago  River  and  its  branches. 

Mr.  Faerar.  Did  your  committee  or  you  as  chairman  of  that  com- 
mittee take  any  part  in  the  matter  of  the  closing  of  the  West  Fork 
«f  the  South  Branch  of  the  Chicago  River? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes;  we  endeavored  to  prevent  the  closing  of  it. 

Mr.  Fabbar.  WTio  was  trying,  to  close  it? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  The  International  Harvester  Co. 

Mr.  Farrar.  From  what  point  to  what  point  did  they  want  it 
dosed? 

Mr.  WiEBE.  From  the  intersection  of  the  drainage  canal  to  beyond 
Western  Avenue. 
Mr.  Farrab.  Did  that  take  in  the  drawbridge  at  Western  Avaiue? 
Mr.  WiEHE,  Yes. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Do  you  know  why  they  wanted  that  branch  of  tiie 
over  unimproved? 
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Mr.  WiEHE.  They  owned  property  on  one  side  and  leased  it  on  the 
other,  and  they  desired  the  river  closed  so  that  they  could  have  easy 
access  to  their  property  without  using  a  lighterage  in  crossing  the 
river. 

Mr.  Farbab.  The  river,  then,  split  their  plant  in  two? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Split  their  property  in  two ;  ves,  sir. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Who  had  legal  and  practical  control  of  the  river  at 
that  time? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  T  think  the  river  was  practically  under  the  couti-ol 
of  the  sanitary  board.  The  Govemment^  of  course,  had  practical 
control,  but  the  sanitary  board  was  making  improvements. 

Mr.  Farrar.  This  Western  Avenue  Bridge  that  you  speak  of  was 
a  swingbridge? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Yes. 

Mr.  Fabrab.  What  did  the  Harvester  Co.  want  to  do  with  that? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  They  wanted  to  remove  it,  or  make  a  fixed  bridge 
of  it. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Making  it  a  fixed  bridge  would  have  destroyed  navi- 
gation on  that  branch  of  the  river,  would  it  not! 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Yes. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Do  you  know  of  your  own  knowledge  whether  there 
■were  dock  facilities  and  property  owners  entitled  to  the  advantages 
of  commerce  on  that  river  beyond  that  point? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Yes ;  our  company  sent  lumber  up  beyond  that  point 

Mr.  Farrar.  Have  you  done  that  recently  ? 

Mr.  WrsHE.  No ;  not  recently ;  because  our  boats  are  of  too  large 
draft.  This  river  is  not  adequate  to  permit  large-draft  boats  to  go 
through  there. 

Mr.  Farrar.  As  I  understand,  the  river  up  to  this  Western  Avenue 
Bridge  had  been  widened  and  deepened  by  the  efforts  of  your  com- 
mittee and  others? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Well,  I  suppose  our  agitation  helped  to  do  something 
of  that  sort 

Mr.  Farrar.  No  improvements,  as  I  understand  it,  have  been  made 
beyond  that  Western  Avenue  Bridge — no  improvements  in  the  river, 
Z  mean? 

Mr.  WiKHE.  No,  sir.     That  is  the  west  fork  of  the  South  Branch. 

Mr.  Farrar.  It  was  on  that  west  fork  of  the  South  Branch  that 
this  Harvester  Co,  property  was  situated? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes. 

Mr.  Farrar.  And  thev  desired  that  bridge  to  be  made  a  permanent 
bridge,  and  navigation  from  that  point  on  closed  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Now,  this  sanitarv  district  or  these  trustees  of  the 
sanitary  district,  which  you  say  had  legal  and  practical  control  of 
this  river,  had  for  president  wKom? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Mr.  R.  R.  McCormick. 

Mr.  Farrar.  How  many  members  were  there  of  that  board? 

Mr.  WiBHB.  I  do  not  know ;  but  I  think  nine. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Who  at  that  time  was  the  chief  engineer  of  the  sani- 
tary board? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Mr.  Isham  Randolph. 

Mr.  Farrar.  '^Iiat  relation  is  Mr.  R.  R.  McCormick  to  Medill 
McCormick,  former  editor  of  the  Chicago  Tribune! 
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Mr.  WiEHE.  He  is  a  brother. 

Mr.  Farkak.  \Miat  relation  has  Mr.  R.  R.  McCormick  to  the 
Tribune  now  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  believe  he  is  the  secretary  of  the  Tribune. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Do  you  know  who  the  owners  of  the  Tribune  are 
now? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Well,  I  do  not  I  do  not  know  absolutely  who  owns 
ti»e  Tribune. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Do  you  not  know  that  it  belong  generally,  or  ■ 
greater  part  of  it,  to  the  estate  of  Mr.  Joseph  Medill  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE,  Yes;  but  I  do  not  know  that  absolutely. 

Mr.  Farrar.  And  that  the  estate  of  Joseph  Medill  is  owned  by  his 
two  daughters,  Mrs.  Patterson  and  Mrs.  McCormick? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Yes. 

Mr.  Farrar.  What  relation  are  these  McCormicks,  of  the  Tribune, 
to  tlie  McCormicks,  of  the  Harvester  Co.  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  think  Mr.  R.  R.  McCormick  is  a  cousin  of  Cyrus 
McCormick,  of  the  Harvester  Co. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Now,  do  you  know  what  part  this  sanitary  board 
took  in  regard  to  the  closing  of  the  west  fOTK  of  the  South  Branch  of 
the  Chicago  River? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  A  public  hearing  was  held  at  Chicago  on  March  12, 
1906.  A  notice  was  sent  out  by  the  Government  engineer  to  all  mir- 
ties  interested,  inviting  them  to  appear  at  this  public  hearing.  The 
hearing  was  had.  A  number  of  people  appeared.  Letters  were  read 
advocating  the  improvement  of  this  river,  and  the  hearing  was  ap- 
parently closed.  On  March  13,  the  next  day,  after  this  hearing  was 
closed,  a  letter  was  sent  to  the  chief  engineer  by  Mr.  Isham  Randolph 
rectHnmending  the  closing  of  this  w^  fork  in  the  interests  of  tne 
Harvester  Co. 

Mr.  Farrar.  .1  have  before  me  here  the  printed  report  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Board  of  Trustees  of  the  Sanitary  District  of  Chi- 
cago. On  page  1134T  of  this  volume,  under  the  head  of  "  New  busi- 
ness," and  under  date  of  March  13,  1906,  appears  this  notice  of  this 
matter : 

The  president  preseiitwl  a  letter,  written  nt  bis  suKKeHtioTi  by  the  chief  engi- 
neer to  the  I'liiled  .Stales  Hcmril  of  Engineers  on  Ithers  arnl  Harbtm>,  In  r^mrd 
to  the  |)r<>iKined  liiitirovemeiit  ol  the  west  fork  of  the  South  Branch  of  the  L'bl- 
CBgo  River,  as  followH: 

Then  conies  this  letter,  w)iich  is  signed  "For  the  sanitary  district 
of  Chicago,  Isham  Randolph,  chief  engineer." 

Is  that  the  letter  to  which  you  refer? 

Mr.  AViEHE.  Yes. 

Senator  Kknyon.  Is  that  some  letter  which  is  already  in  evi- 
dence? 

Mr.  Farrar.  No;  I  have  a  certified  copy  of  it  here  from  the  War 
D^artment. 

Was  any  other  letter  that  you  know  of  presented  to  this  United 
States  engineer  who  came  out  there  to  hold  this  public  hearing  on 
behalf  of  the  International  Harvester  Co.? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes.    There  was  another  letter  written. 

Mr.  Farbar.  By  whom  was  that  letter  written? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Written  by  Mr.  John  C.  Fetzer. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Who  was  het 
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r.  WiEHE.  He  was  the  land  agent;  looked  after  the  real  estate 
he  International  Harvester  Co. 
r.  Fabrah.  Have  you  a  copy  of  that  letter  beret 
r.  AViEHE.  You  have  a  copy  of  it  there  in  your  hand. 
r.  Farbar.  Mr.  Chainnan,  we  have  here  a  certified  copy  from 
War  Department  of  the  whole  hearing,  with  all  of  the  letters 
were  presented  to  the  engineer    including  the  letter  of  Mr. 
m  Randolph  and  the  letter  of  Mr.  Fetzer,  and  we  would  like 
»ly  to  present  the  certified  copy  as  an  exhibit, 
■nator  Kern,  Can  not  that  be  annotated  in  some  way  ? 
le  Chairman.  It  can  be  put  in  the  appendix. 
;nator  Gamble.  You  v/ouid  not  want  to  have  that  printed  in  the 
lar  record  of  the  testimony,  but  simply  as  an  appendix. 
r.  Farrak.  We  are  satisfied  to  have  it  in  the  appendix,  to  which 
•ommittee  can  refer. 

'he  certified  copy  was  marked  "Exhibit  Wiehe  3.") 
r.  Farrar.  Did  you  call  the  attention  of  the  general  public  to 
letter  written  bv  Mr.  Bandolph  ? 
r.  Wiehe.  I  did ;  in  pretty  vigorous  terms. 

nator  Kenton.  Is  this  letter  long?    Can  you  not  read  it  to  the 
nit  tee? 

r.  Farrab,  It  is  not  very  long.  Here  are  all  of  the  letters, 
nator  Kknyon,  This  particular  letter  I  am  asking  about, 
r.  Farrar.  It  appears  that  the  engineer  required  all  of  the  par- 
who  appeared  there  to  present  their  claims  pro  and  con  about 
west  fork  of  the  Chicago  River  in  the  form  of  letters,  and 
is  a  certified  copy  of  the  record  which  I  have  exhibited  to  the 
uittee  here,  and  it  contains  them  all. 

nator  Kenyon.  I  understood  you  to  be  interrogating  about  that 
icular  letter. 
r.  Farrar.  Yes;  and  I  will  read  it  with  pleasure.    It  is  as  foi- 

The  Sanitary  District  of  Chicago, 

SeCTRITY  Bril.DING. 

Chicago,  3/<rrch,  IS,  J906. 
he  Board  of  Engineers  on  Rivera  and  Tlarhors.  United-  States 
■nil/,  M'ashinffion,  D.  C. 

iNTLEMEN :  Actiug  for  and  on  behalf  of  the  sanitary  district  of 
ago,  I  submit  the  following  facts  in  relation  to  the  west  fork 
e  South  Branch  of  the  Chicago  River  and  the  i-eason  why  objec- 
is  made  on  behalf  of  said  district  to  the  improvement  of  the 
west  fork  as  asked  for  by  interested  property  owners : 
>e  sanitaiT  district,  at  a  cost  of  $27,301,286.37,  exclusive  of  in- 
t  and  administration,  oxcarvated  a  channel  acroi^s  the  divide 
h  separates  the  watershed  tributary  to  Lake  Michigan  from  that 
tary  to  the  Desplaines  and  Illinois  Rivei-s.  Tliis  channel  now 
.  minimum  width  at  bottom  of  110  feet  a  minimum  depth  of  22 
The  purpose  of  this  channel  is  so  well  known  that  no  discus- 
of  its  uses  need  be  considered  herein.  The  water  flowing 
igh  this  chamnel  is  drawn  from  Lake  Michigan  through  the 
igo  River,  which  river  the  sanitary  district  is  now  engaged  in 
nine  to  200  feet  and  deepening  to  26  feet.  Obstructive  center- 
bridges  are  being  removed  and  bascule  bridges  are  being  substi- 
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tuted  for  them.  This  improvement  has  involved  an  expendituTe  by 
the  district,  up  to  January  1  of  the  present  year  of  $7,736,422.11, 
exclusive  of  interest  and  administration.  The  completion  of  the 
official  project  of  the  district  for  river  improvement  will,  so  soon  as 
the  tunnels  have  been  removed,  make  of  the  Chicago  River  a  usable, 
eafe,  and  commodious  waterway  for  modern  lake  carriers,  which 
heretofore  have  been  unable  to  traverse  this  stream,  and  thereby  op- 
portunity is  offered  for  a  reestablishment  of  that  commerce  which  ao 
inadequate  waterway  has  estranged  from  Chicago. 

The  work  of  the  district  has  created  a  landlocked  harbor,  the 
dock  frontage  on  which  is  66  miles  long,  ample  for  the  needs  of  a 
vast  commerce. 

The  artificial  chatmel  of  the  district  begins  at  Sobey  Street  where 
it  diverges  from  what  is  known  as  the  west  fork  of  the  South 
Branch  of  the  Chicago  River.  This  west  fork  of  the  Chicago 
River  was  never  in  any  large  or  important  sense  navigable  west  of 
Western  Avenue.  At  or  nearly  at  that  avenue  a  rock  uplift  crosses 
the  channel  and  for  s<Hnd:hing  like  a  thousand  feet  formed  a  barriei 
to  dredging.  The  reversal  of  the  slope  of  the  Chicago  River  re- 
sulted in  a  further  reduction  of  depth  in  the  west  fork  and  the 
proj)erty  owners  demanded  that  the  former  depths  be  restored; 
their  demand  wa§  recognized  as  an  euuitable  one  by  the  district,  and 
this  rock  has  been  excavated  to  a  plane  of  12  feet  below  Chicago 
datum  for  a  width  of  80  feet.  The  map  herewith  submitted  shows 
the  location  of  the  west  fork  relative  to  that  part  of  the  Sanitary 
District  Canal.  The  names  of  abutting  owners  on  the  fork  are 
given.  As  shown,  the  McCormick  Co.  (International  Harvester  Co.) 
owns  everything  on  both  sides  of  this  channel  from  the  entrance  to 
the  Sanitary  Cnannel  westward  to  California  Avenue,  except  415 
feet  on  the  south  side  owned  by  the  Fitzpatrick  Soap  Factory,  and 
820  feet  on  the  north  side  owned  by  the  Kimball  Piano  Co.  The 
interests  of  the  McCormick  Co.  call  for  a  closing  of  this  channel  or 
the  substitution  of  fixed  for  movable  bridges.  The  interests  of  the 
sanitary  district  would  also  be  conserved  by  the  abolition  of  movable 
bridges,  and  for  this  reason — the  channel  of  the  district  is  crossed 
by  three  railroads  upon  four  double-track  bridges,  parallel  and 
contiguous.  These  bridges  must  soon  be  put  in  commission  and 
operated  as  movable  structures,  and  when  this  takes  place  the  dis- 
trict must  not  only  pay  for  making  them  movable  structures,  but 
must  pay  the  sum  of  ^294,000  for  maintenance.  Now,  a  practical 
agreement  has  been  reached  whereby  the  railroads  will  forego  the 
payment  of  this  sura  of  $294,000  if  the  district  will  bring  about  a 
condition  which  will  admit  of  their  bridges  across  the  west  fork 
being  maintained  as  fixed  structures.  This  concession  seems  to  us 
a  just  and  reasonable  one  when  the  burden  of  river  improvement 
which  this  district  has  borne  is  recalled.  Nor  is  it  the  purpose  of 
the  district  to  deprive  the  Kimball  Co.  or  any  other  property  owner 
on  the  west  fork  who  now  has  or  ever  has  had  the  benefit  of  a  navi- 
gable water  front  of  such  advantages  as  it  is  thereby  entitled  ta 
The  district  provides  access  to  the  west  fork  of  the  Chicago  River 
through  what  is  known  as  its  collateral  channels,  a  waterway  con- 
necting the  west  fork  with  the  Sanitary  District  Channel  on  a 
north  and  south  line  about  600  feet  east  of  Kedzie  Avenue.  This 
diannel  the  district  stands  ready  to  dredge  to  a  depth  of  14  feet  and 
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a  width  of  80  feet,  and  to  continue  that  depth  and  width  eastward 
through  the  west  fork  to  the  east  line  oi  the  Kimball  property- 
The  west  fork  is  crossed  bj  Eedzie  Avenue  on  a  fixed  bridge,  and 
there  never  has  been  any  pretense  of  a  navi^ble  stream  west  of 
that  avenue.  Save  as  a  means  of  developing  and  exploiting  private 
real  estate  holdings  there  is  no  valid  argument  which  can  be  pre- 
sented to  justify  me  expenditure  called  for  by  such  improvement  of 
the  west  fork  of  the  South  Branch  as  you  are  asked  to  recommend. 
KespectfuUy  submitted. 

For  tub  Sanitabt  Dimiiei'  of  Chicago, 
By  Ibham  Rand(»j>h,  Its  Chief  Engineer. 

In  what  manner  did  you  call  the  attention  of  the  Chicago  public 
to  this  letter  of  Mr.  Randolph's^ 

Mr.  WiEHE.  We  figured  that  a  man  employed  by  the  district — — 

Mr.  Fabbas.  You  do  not  understand  my  question.  In  what  mas' 
ner  did  you  call  the  attention  of  the  Chicago  public  to  this  letter? 

Mr,  WiEHE.  By  circulars  and  talks  before  various  organizations. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  On  what  question  did  you  give  these  talks? 

Mr,  WiEHE,  On  the  river  question— obstructions  in  the  river;  and 
incidentally  we  referred  to  this  matter. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  I  mean,  what  did  you  say  in  those  talks  in  reference 
to  this  matter? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  said  that  a  man  employed  as  a  public  engineer,  and 
whose  salary  was  paid  by  the  taxpayers  of  the  city  of  Chicago,  and 
who  recommended  the  taking  of  ii  public  highway  for  private  in- 
terests ought  to  be  put  out  of  office. 

Mr.  Fabbar.  Did  you  know  at  tliat  time,  as  has  been  testified  here 
by  Mr,  Funk,  that  Sir,  Isham  Randolpli  had  been  employed  by  the 
International  Harvester  Co.  to  look  after  their  intereKt,-;  in  this  mat- 
ter? 

Mr,  WiEHE.  No,  sir;  I  did  not. 

Mr,  Fabbab.  You  did  know  it  when  Mr,  Funk  tef'tified  to  it? 

Mr.  WiEiJE.  When  I  read  his  testimony  I  did;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  But  you  did  not  know  it  at  that  time? 

Mr,  WiEHE.  I  did  not ;  no,  sir. 

Mr,  Farbar,  You  had  a  shrewd  suspicion  of  the  matter,  did 
you  not? 

Mr,  WieHe.  That  letter  indicates  that  he  was  working  for  them. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  You  did  not  know  that  he  had  been  employed  by  the 
International  Harvester  Co.  until  it  wa.s  testified  to  by  Mr.  Fuuk? 

Mr.  WiEHE,  No,  sir ;  I  did  not. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  Mr.  Randolph  ever  find  out  you  were  making 
these  seeches? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes;  I  think  he  did. 

Senator  Kebn.  How? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  He  cot  some  of  the  circulars  that  we  sent  out,  and  he 
saw  the  speeches  referred  to  in  the  talks  printed  in  the  papers. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  send  them  to  him? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No.  sir;  but  I  giieji.';  he  got  them,  W^e  sent  out 
25,000  circulars.     He  tried  to  answer  one  of  them. 

Senator  Kern.  Where  is  that  answer? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  have  it  with  me. 

Senator  Kekn.  His  answer  to  your  circular? 
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Mr.  WiBiiE.  Yeri,  sir.     I  havo  the  original  circular  with  me,  too. 
-    Mr.  Fareae.  Have  you  the  original  circular? 

Mr.  WiEiiE.  Yes,  sir.     That  is  the  circular-     fProducing  paper.] 

Senator  Kern.  Have  you  Mr.  Kandolph's  reply  iiieret 

Mr.  WiEHE.  There  is  a  reply.     [Producing  another  paper.] 

Mr.  Fabhab.  This  is  the  circular  which  vour  committee  issued,  Mr. 
Wiehe? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Farrab.  And  you  also  handed  me  another  document  whirfi 
purports  to  be  a  copy  of  a  minority  report  of  Mr.  Henry  H.  Walker, 
ft  member  of  the  sanitary  district  c(»nmittee{ 

Mr,  WiBHB.  Yes,  sir.  He  was  a  member  of  the  board.  I  assisted 
him  in  getting  out  that  circular.  He  is  a  Chicago  real  estate  man. 
^is  is  my  reply  to  Mr.  Randolph— my  reply  to  his  circular. 

Mr.  Farbab.  So  these  four  documents  that  you  produce — one  the 
circular  of  the  Lumbermen's  Association  of  Chicago— — 

Mr.  Wiehe.  That  circular  that  was  issued  by  the  Lumbermen's 
Association  was  gotten  out  on  the  attack  made  on  the  Lumbermen's 
Association  and  it  members  by  R.  K.  McCormick, 

Mr.  HANEcr.  The  president  of  the  board  f 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes,  sir.  We  first  wrote  a  letter  to  some  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  board  asking  them  for  some  information  regarding  the 
sanitary  district.  The  members  replied  that  if  we  would  write  Mr. 
B.  R.  McCormick  for  that  information  he  would  be  very  glad  to  give 
it  to  us.  We  then  addressed  a  letter  to  Mr.  R,  R.  McCormick  asking 
him  certain  questions.  He  did  not  reply  to  that  letter,  but  gave  out 
an  interview  in  the  newspapers  and  said  that  we  were  a  lot  of  graf- 
ters; that  we  were  waxing  rich  at  the  expense  of  the  sanitary  board, 
etc.  Then  we  got  out  this  circular. 
■   Mr.  Farbab.  Whom  did  he  call  a  lot  of  grafters? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  The  people  who  had  written  him — the  members  of 
the  lumber  exchange. 

Mr.  Fakras.  Have  you  a  copy  of  the  letter  you  sent  to  Mr.  Mc- 
Cormick asking  for  this  information? 

Mr.  WiEiiE.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Where  is  it? 

(Mr.  Wiehe  produced  a  paper.) 

Mr.  Wiehe,  When  this  interview  in  the  papers  was  given  out,  I 
got  out  a  letter  to  the  business  interests  of  Chicago  in  reply  to  his 
letter,  and  sent  out  25,000  of  them,  together  with  a  copy  of  the  ques- 
tions we  asked;  and  I  have  that  here. 

Mr.  Farrar.  The  letters  that  you  refer  to  are.  first,  a  letter  dated 
Chicago.  .Inly  17,  1908,  addressed  to  Mr.  R.  B.  McCormick.  presi- 
dent of  the  sanitary  district,  and  signed  "The  Lumbermen's  Asso- 
ciation "  ? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Xext  a  letter  dated  Chicago,  July  31,  IflOS,  addressed 
"To  the  business  interests  of  Chicago."  and  signed  by  the  Lumber- 
men's Association  and  a  great  many  other  individual  names? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes,  sir.  Here  are  tlie  newspaper  inter^'iews  given 
ty  Mr.  McCormick  [producing  other  papers], 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Mr.  Wiehe,  will  you  not  put  these  in  the  order  in 
■which  they  come,  chronologically? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes,  sir. 
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^^^.  Hanecy.  Do  that  now,  please,  and  liave  them  marked,  and 
ore  will  not  be  any  mistake  about  them.  Just  arrange  them  in 
ro  no  logical  order. 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  will  add  also  that  some  time  later  than  this  I  got 
it  a  newspaper. 

Senator  Kekn.  Does  that  bring  it  down  to  date! 
Mr.  WiEHB,  I  reckon  it  does.    I  might  as  well  give  you  the  news- 
iper.   too;   then   you   will  have   the   whole   edition   [producing   a 
iper]. 

Mr.  Farbar.  What  is  that — the  Chicago  River  and  Harbor  Asso- 
«tion  River  Bulletin! 
Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  ^Vhose  picture  is  that  on  the  last  page! 
Mr.   Fahrar,  That  is  Senator  Lorimer's  picture.     In  order  that 
le  committee  may  have  all  the  facta  and  phases  of  this  controversy, 
e  should  like  to  have  these  matters  put  mto  the  record  as  exhibits 
)  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Wiehe,  to  be  printed  in  the  appendix  and 
ot  in  the  text. 
The  CHAniHAN.  We  will  consider  that  question. 
Mr.  Fabfar.  One  of  these  papers  that  you  have  produced  here, 
Ir.  Wiehe,  is  a  pamphlet  dated  October  26,  1908,  signed  by  Isham 
taifdolph,  headed  "Further  reflections  upon  the  business  men  of 
'hicago,  suggested  by  the  manifesto  of  the  Lumbermen's  Associa- 
ion."     Is  that  the  answer  which  Mr.  Randolph  made  to  your  at- 
acks  in  these  speeches,  or  the  answer  which  he  made  to  the  mani- 
esto  of  the  Lumbermen's  Association! 

Mr,  WiERE.  It  was  an  answer  to  this  circular  that  we  got  out, 
le  attempted  to  answer  some  of  the  questions  that  we  asked  the 
sanitary  board,  as  to  why  they  paid  large  sums  for  property  and 
et  the  people  that  oecupied  the  property  use  it  free  of  rental;  and 
.ve  never  received  any  satisfactory  answer.  Mr.  Randolph  states 
n  his  letter  that  they  held  possession  of  this  property  through  some 
;aotical  advantage.  I  do  not  know  what  that  means.  I  baa  photo- 
graphs taken,  showing  the  occupancy  of  the  property,  and  exhibited 
:hose  photographs  on  lantern  slides;  and  in  fact  I  had  photographs 
taken  of  every  obstruction  in  the  river  from  its  mouth  to  the  rail- 
road bridge  beyond  Western  Avenue. 

Mr.  Karfar.  Where  did  you  exhibit  those  lantern  slides? 

Mr.  WiEiiE.  Before  various  organizations  in  Chicago. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Then,  as  I  gather  from  your  statement,  vou  delivered 
lectures  on  this  subject,  illustrated  with  lantern  slides,  did  you? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  do  not  know  whether  they  were  lectures.  I  talked 
on  the  .subject. 

Mr.  Farrar,  And  it  was  during  these  talks  that  you  made  this 
attack  on  the  closing  of  the  west  fork  of  the  South  Branch  of  the 
Chicago  River! 

Mr.  WiEiiE.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Karrar.  An  attack  on  Mr.  Randolph  for  writing  this  letter! 

Mr.  WiEiiE.  That  and  some  other  things. 

Mr.  Farrar.  I  mean  to  Sfiy,  that  was  one  of  the  things? 

Mr,  Wiehe.  Yes:  that  was  one  of  the  things, 

Mr.  B'arrvr.  And  on  Mr.  McCormick,  the  president  of  the  board! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Fasrab.  We  ask  that  these  documents  be  identified,  subject  to 
the  order  of  the  committee  to  admit  them  into  the  record  or  Dot 

The  Chairman.  Let  them  be  marked  for  identification. 

(The  papers  referred  to  were  marked  by  the  stenographer,  for 
identification,  as  follows:  "  Ex.  Wiehe  No.  4,  July  20,  1911; "'  "Ex. 
Wiehe  No.  5,  July  20,  1911 ; "  "  Ex.  Wiehe  No.  6,  July  20,  1911 ; " 
"Ex.  Wiehe  No.  7,  July  20,  1911;"  "Ex.  Wiehe  No.  8,  July  20, 
1911;  "  "  Ex.  Wiehe  No.  9,  July  20,  1911;  "  "  Ex.  Wiehe  No.  10.  July 
20,  1911;"  "Ex.  Wiehe  No.  11,  July  20,  1911;  "  and  "Ex.  Wiehe 
No.  12,  July  20,  1911.") 

Senator  Fletchek.  How  did  they  obtain  the  money  for  this  work! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  By  taxing  the  property  in  the  sanitary  district.  They 
have  spent  about  $80,0(X),000  on  about  32  miles  of  waterway  there 
that  are  absolutely  no  good  to  the  city  of  Chica^,  because  they  can 
not  be  reached. 

Senator  Fletcher.  What  in  a  general  way  was  included  in  the 
sanitary  district?  You  say  by  taxing  the  property  in  the  sanitary 
district 

Mr.  Wiehe.  That  took  in — I  have  a  little  map  here  that  shows  that. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Just  tell  us  in  a  een»vl  way. 

Mr.  Haneci'.  It  takes  in  nearly  all  ot  the  city  of  Chicago,  and  some 
of  the  outlying  territory  in  the  county. 

Mr.  Wiehe.  The  thing  that  I  particularlv  objected  to,  or  one  of  the 
things,  they  talked  about  digging  a  channel  fr<»n  Calumet  to  the  Sag, 
at  an  expense,  they  said,  of  $20,000,000.  The  original  estimate  of 
the  sanitary  district  was  about  that,  and  they  have  spent  about 
$80,000,000. 

The  parent  district  paid  94  per  cent  of  the  taxes.  The  Calumet 
annex  and  the  North  Shore  annex  both  together  paid  6  per  cent 
of  the  taxes.    Here  is  a  map  which  shows  the  district. 

Senator  Fletcher,  I  do  not  care  about  the  map. 

Mr.  IIanecv.  My  statement  is  correct,  is  it  noti  It  takes  in  nearly 
all  the  city  of  Chicago  and  part  of  the  outlying  towns  in  the  coiin^t 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Down  to  the  present  time,  what  has  been  the  re- 
sult of  that  contest?  That  is,  what  has  been  accomplished  in  the 
way  of  results? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  We  succeeded  in  preventing  the  putting  in  of  abut- 
ments in  some  of  the  bridges,  sticking  them  out  into  the  river  and 
obstructing  it,  and  we  have  a  number  of  new  brides  which  thev 
agreed  to  build  200  feet. 

The  Chaoiman.  Are  they  fixed  bridges? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  No,  air;  they  are  swingl>ridces. 

The  Chairman.  Have  any  fixed  bridges  men  constructed? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  In  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  that 
letter? 

Mr,  Wiehe.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Jones.  That  is,  you  have  kept  the  river  open? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes.  I  think  if  we  had  not  started  the  a^tation 
they  would  have  attempted  to  put  fixed  bridges  ever  the  nver.  I 
think  that  was  the  scheme. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Your  agitation  did  result  in  the  removal  of  nearly 
all  the  center-pier  bridges?  ,->  , 
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Mr.  WcBHB.  Not  all  of  them. 
Mr.  Fabbar.  Some  of  them  f 

Mr.  WiEBE.  Yes;  it  did  remove  some  of  them.  Several  more  have 
ten  taken  out.  The  city  of  Chicago  has  been  handicapped  by  the 
ck  of  money,  but  they  expect  to  remove  all  that  have  center  piers. 
The  Chaibhan.  Is  the  result  of  this  that  that  is  to  be  preserved  for 
tvigatiimt 

Mr.  WiEHB.  That  is  what  we  agitated  for,  to  preserve  it  for  navi- 
ition. 

The  Chaibhan.  Is  that  one  of  the  results  of  it  now?    Has  that 
)licy  been  adcmtedt 
Mr.  WiEHE.  I  think  so;  yes,  sir. 
Senator  Kbbn.  Is  that  branch  being  navigated  now  ? 
Mr.  WiEHB.  The  west  fork! 
Senator  Kern.  Yes. 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  think  so.    There  is  a  rock  ledge  in  there.    I 
ink  the  result  of  our  agitation  induced  the  harbor  commission  to 
e  a  report  there  at  Chicago,  recommending  the  improvement  of  this 
ver  and  widening  it  to  200  feet. 
Senator  Kbbn.  Kecommending  it  to  whom  f 
Mr.  WiEHE.  To  the  city  council  of  Chicago. 
Mr.  Fabrar.  Is  Mr.  McCormick  now  the  president  of  this  sanitary 
wrd! 

Mr.  WiEHB.  No;  he  was  defeated  last  vear,  I  believe. 
Mr.  Fabrar.  Defeated  last  November! 
Mr.  WiBHE.  Yes. 

Mr.  Farrab.  At  a  popular  election! 
Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes. 

Mr.  Farrar.  And  he  is  not  now  a  member  of  the  board ! 
Mr.  WiEHE.  No,  sir. 

Mr,  Farrar.  Were  the  members  of  the  board  who  were  on  the  fume 
:ket  with  Mr.  McCormick  elected  or  defeated? 
Mr,  WiEHE.  I  think  they  were  elected. 

Mr.  Farrar.  I  do  not  kiiow  that  yon  understand.  What  ticket  did 
r.  McCormick  run  on! 

Mr.  WiBiiE.  He  ran  on  the  Republican  ticket, 
Mr.  Farrar.  Was  the  Kepublican  ticket  defeated  in  Chicago! 
Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes. 

Mr.  Farrar,  Were  there  any  exceptions  to  the  defeat! 
Mr,  WiEHE.  I  do  not  know  about  that. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Do  you  not  know  that  the  whole  Republican  ticket 
IS  defeated  except  Judge  Cutting  and  Judge  Newcomer! 
Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  know  definitely  about  that. 
Mr.  Farr-^b.  Mr.  Wiehe,  in  the  report  of  the  Helm  committee,  on 
ge  11,  the  committee  say  as  follows: 

i"(>ur  coiiimlitfe  further  reimrfB  thiit  belnu  rteslrmis  of  ennmlnlnK  tlie  bnoki, 
lers,  and  accounts  of  Edward  lllnes,  the  Edward  HInes  Lumber  Co.,  and  C.  P. 
ebe.  one  of  Its  officers,  It  caused  a  aubpcena  dwces  tecum  to  issue,  reqnlrlnfc 
production  of  such  proof;  thnt  upon  the  hparluR  the  said  WIehe  attended 
I  d^llned  to  produce  such  proof,  but  offered  to  permit  the  counsel  of  yonr 
nmlttee  to  attend  at  tbe  Chicago  office  and  make  an  examination  of  the  Bam& 
Is  the  statement  contained  herein,  that  you  declined  to  produce  this 
»of,  true! 
Sf  r.  WiEHB.  It  is  not 
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Mr.  Farrar.  Did  you  decline  to  produce  it! 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I  did  not, 

Mr.  Farrar.  I  turn  to  page  170  of  that  report,  uid  to  the  matter  of 
your  examination  before  that  committee: 

Q.  Mr.  WIehe,  you  were  served  with  a  subpttna  In  tbls  matter,  were  jon?— 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  To  nitend  nt  thia  session  of  the  committee  to-daj7 — ; 

Q.  And  jou  were  requested  in  any  by  that  subpcena  t 
formation,  were  you  not?— A.  Yes. 

Q.  Certain  books,  canceled  checks,  and  so  fortb?— A.  Well,  as  I  Interpret  this 
sabpcena  it  ls>  asking  me  to  produce  books,  canceled  checks,  check  stub  books, 
■tiowlDs  all  receipts  and  disbursements  made  during  a  certain  month,  togetber 
with  telegrnms,  and  so  forth,  that  bear  In  any  way  upon  tbe  election  of  a 
United  States  Senator.     I  have  no  such  documents,  hence  I  can  not  produce 

Was  that  the  answer  that  you  made? 

Mr.  WiEHE,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Hare  you  the  subpcena  that  was  served  upon  you  I 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Farrar.  Is  your  statement  of  that  subpcena  in  this  answer 
correct  ? 

Mr.  Wfehe.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Fahbab,  Will  j'ou  produce  thnt  subpcena? 

(Witness  produces  a  paper,  subsequently  marked  "Wiehe  13.") 

Mr.  Farrar,  This  is  not  the  original.    This  is  a  copy? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  This  is  the  one  served  on  me. 

Mr.  Faihiab,  This  is  the  one  served  on  you  ? 

Mr.  Wiehe,  Yes. 

Mr.  Farrar.  And  it  goes  on  in  the  usual  form : 

Al!  books,  canceled  checkft.  and  check-stub  iHtoks  ><liowlni;  all  receipts  and 
disbnrBementa  made  by  you  dnrlnfc  the  months  of  May,  Jane,  July,  and  Augnst, 
1909,  and  all  1ctter!>.  teleinains.  an<l  other  written  uiemoranda  bearing  In  any 
way  upon  the  election  of  a  United  .States  Senator  from  Illinois  during  tbe 
years  WOft.  1910,  and  1911,  whctlier  tlu'  snine  were  received  or  sent  by  yon, 
and  in  the  event  of  ymir  fntlitre  to  find  the  orlglnnl  of  said  letters  and  tele- 
grams, then  you  are  hereby  required  to  produce  copies  thereof. 

That  was  the  subpoena  which  was  served  on  you  ? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  May  I  see  that? 

(The  paper  referred  to  was  handed  to  the  chainnan.) 

Mr.  Farrar.  Now,  I  read  from  page  171  of  your  examination  be- 
fore the  Helm  committee,  in  whirli.  after  stating  that  you  kept  no 
accounts,  but  that  you  kept  your  checks  and  stiib-check  books,  you 
were  asked : 

Q.  Well,  July  12,  1009,  did  you  keep  any  book  or  books  in  which  yon  set 
down  receipts  and  disbursements? — A.  Only  as  I  stated. 

Q.  Only  In  tbe  check  book?— A.  That  Is  all;  yes. 

Q.  And  do  you  have  those  check  hooks,  those  stubs?— A.  I  have  them  in 
Ghicatto;  yes. 

Q,  And  do  you  also  hove  those  canceled  checks? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  None  of  those. IhlnKs  you  have  produced,  as  I  understand?— A.  No;  but 
I  will  say  right  here  for  your  benefit  and  for  the  benefit  of  the  committee. 
If  you  will  appoint  a  subcommittee  of  your  committee  h«-re  to  come  to  Chicago. 
that  I  will  submit  for  your  Inspection  all  of  tbe  checks  of  the  Edward  Hines 
Lumber  Co.,  and  every  subsidiary  company  that  we  are  Interested  in,  froni 
April  1  to  July  30,  together  with  Mr,  Hlnes's  personal  cheeks  and  personal 
checks  that  I  have. 
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Q.  Have  you  an;  objection A.  And  I  would  make  that  tender  to  you  now 

BO  that  you  can 

Q,  By  subcommittee  what  do  you  mean?— A.  Wby,  any  member  of  your 
committee — Mr.  Ettelson.  Mr.  Helm,  or  yourself. 

Q.  Will  you  submit  that  data  to  me?~A.  Yes. 

Q.  Ab  the  l^al  i^irceentatlve  of  the  comDilttee? — A.  I  won't  submit  ft  to 
you,  but  I  will  permit  you  to  come  to  our  ufhee,  or  any  place  ID  towo  there  tbat 
we  can  get  all  thU  data  to  you,  and  let  you  exumlne  It  to  your  heart's  content. 

Q.  And  when  could  thiit  sort  of  nn  arrangement  be  made.  Mr.  WIebe? — 
A.  Any  time  thnt  you  desire  to  make  It. 

Q.  Who  bcfldee  you  would  have  nutliorlty  for  the  carrying  mit  of  that 
arrangement?— A.  Who  besldee  me?    Why,  I,  iwrsonally,  Mr.  Htnee. 

Q.  Well,  you  si>eak  with  authority  from  tbe  otber  otHcers  of  tbe  company? — 
A.  Ye*>. 

Q.  And  you  Rpeak,  also,  so  far  as  your  Indlvldunl  and  personal  accounts  are 
coDcemed?— A-  Yea 

Q.  You  speak  for  yourself?— A.  Yes.  And  I  nlaa  will  add  to  that  that  I 
endeavored  to  get  tbe  checks  of  the  Xntloual  Wholesale  Lumber  Aasocliitlon, 
of  wblch  Mr.  Hlnes  Is  president.  We  tried  to  get  those  checks.  We  can  not 
control  that;  but  I  will  try  to  get  them. 

Q.  E>o  yon  bave  oBy  objection  to  the  two  banks  In  which  you  did  business  In 
1909  exhibiting  to  me  or  to  some  member  of  tbe  committee  a  certified  statement 
of  your  account  witb  those  banks? — A.  No ;  1  will  subnilt  It  to  you  myself. 

Q.  But  you  do  not  have  any  objection  to  your  bank  doing  It? — A,  No:  none 
at  nil. 

Q.  If  we  should  want  to  get  tbat  additlouiil  Information  from  them? — A.  Not 
at  all. 

Q.  Thla  Hubixena  also  calls  for  letters,  telegrams,  aud  other  written  memo- 
tandn  which  bear  In  any  way  ui)Oii  the  election  of  a  United  States  Senator  from 
Illinois.    Have  you  any  SHch?^A,  No:  I  have  no  such  documents. 

Now,  sir,  are  you  willing  to  repeat  these  statements  before  this 
oominittee  here  ( 

Mr.  WiEHE.  You  mean  to  make  the  same  tender? 

Mr.  Fahbar.  Are  you  willing  to  make  to  this  committee  here,  and 
to  its  counsel,  the  same  statement  which  you  made  to  the  Helm  com- 
mittee about  your  bank  books,  your  checks,  your  personal  accounts, 
your  bank  accounts,  letters,  telegrams,  and  matters  of  that  sort? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Farrar.  And  those  of  the  Edward  Hines  Lumber  Co.,  of 
which  you  are  the  secretary  and  treasurer? 
Mr,  WiEHE,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Fahraf.  And  all  such  connected  or  subsidiary  companies  as 
you  are  also  connected  with  in  any  official  capacity  ? 
Mr.  WiEHE,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  Mr.  Hines,  personally  and  through  his  counsel, 
makes  the  same  tender? 

Senator  Kern.  The  question  immediately  following  the  last  one 
read  by  Judge  Farrar  which  is: 


Do  you  still  stand  by  that  declaration? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  recollect  receiving  anything  that  bore  on  hia 
election,  excepting  these  telegrams  that  were  presented  here  to-day, 
and  I  did  not  know  about  them  then. 

Mr.  Farkar.  You  did  not  know  that  they  bore  upon  his  election 
or  his  candidacy  at  that  time? 

Mr.  WiZHE.  No,  sir ;  1  did  not. 

Mr.  Hanecv.  Will  you  let  that  subp«eiia  be  marked  by  the  ste- 
nographer ? 
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Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  bit. 

(The  paper  referred  to  ia  marked  Wiehe  13.) 
Mr.  Hanect.  Let  it  be  offered  in  evidence. 

Mr.  Fabbar.  We  offer  it  in  evidence,  and  we  would  lite  to  have  it 
printed  aa  an  exhibit. 
The  document  referred  to  is  in  words  and  figures  as  follows : 

Wiehe  13. 
State  of  Illinois,  Countj/  of  HangaTnon,  ss : 
The  people  of  the  State  of  Illinois  to  C.  F.  Wiehe,  greeting. 

We  command  you,  that  all  business  and  excuses  being  laid  aside, 
you  and  each  of  you  attend  before  the  senatorial  committee  of  the 
general  assembly  appointed  under  and  by  virtue  of  senate  resolu- 
tion No.  17,  of  which  the  undersized  is  chairman,  on  the  25th  day 
of  April,  A.  D.  1911,  at  2  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  at  the  appellate- 
court  rooms  in  the  supreme-court  building,  at  the  city  of  Spring- 
field in  said  county,  to  testify  and  give  evidence  in  a  certain  inves- 
tigation now  pending  and  undetermined  before  said  committee, 
■  which  investigation  is  oeing  conducted  under  said  resolution  wherein 
certain  official  misconduct  on  the  part  of  certain  members  of  the 
Illinois  General  Assembly  is  alleged;  and  that  you  also  diligently 
and  carefully  search  for,  examine,  and  inquire  after,  and  bring  with 
you  and  produce  at  the  time  and  place  aforesaid  all  books,  canceled 
checks,  and  check-stub  books  showing  alt  receipts  and  disbursements 
made  by  you  during  the  months  oi  May,  June,  July,  and  Au^st, 
1009,  and  all  letters,  telegrams,  and  other  written  memoranda  mar- 
ing  in  any  way  upon  the  election  of  a  United  States  Senator  from 
Illinois  during  the  years  1909,  1910,  and  1911,  whether  the  same 
were  received  or  sent  by  you,  and  in  the  event  of  your  failure  to 
find  the  original  of  said  letters  and  telegrams,  then  you  are  hereby 
required  to  produce  copies  thereof,  togetner  with  all  copies,  drafts, 
and  vouchers  relating  to  the  said  documents,  and  all  other  docu- 
ments, letters,  and  paper  writings  whatsoever  that  can  <x  may 
afford  any  information  or  evidence  in  said  cause:  and  this  you  shall 
in  nowise  omit  under  penalty  of  the  law,  and  have  you  then  and 
there  this  writ. 

Witness,  Douglas  W.  Helm,  chairman  of  said  committee  at  Spring- 
field, in  said  county,  this  15th  day  of  April,  A.  D  1911. 

D.  W.  Helm, 

Chairman. 
State  of  Illikois,  County  of  Cook,  ss.: 

— — -,  being  duly  sworn,  on  oath  says  that  he  served  the 

within  writ  by  reading  the  same  — —  --■  ■■■  ■  on  the day  of 

,  1911. 

Sworn  to  before  me  this day  of ,  1911. 

Notary  Public. 
Mr.  Farrab.  Does  the  record  show  the  offer  made  by  the  counsel 
of  Mr.  Edward  Hines  to  this  committee  relative  to  inspection  and 
examination  of  all  of  his  books,  papers,  accounts,  and  bank  accounts, 
letters,  telegrams,  and  so  forth  % 
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(The  reporter  read  as  follows:} 


Mr.  Farrak.  In  accordance  with  this  offer  which  you  made  ther& 
did  Mr.  Healy,  cotinsel  for  the  Helm  committee,  who  is  also  counsel 
for  this  committee,  make  the  inspection  and  examination  which  yon 
tendered! 

Mr.  WiBHB.  He  did. 

Mr.  Fabbar.  Did  you  furnish  all  of  the  books,  papers,  documents, 
and  so  on,  that  you  lound  for  bim  f 

Blr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kbbn.  And  that  was  reported  by  the  committee,  was  it 
nott 

Mr.  WixHE.  I  do  not  think  it  was  until  T  prodded  Mr.  Healy  up  a 
little. 

Senator  Kebn.  I  ask  you  if  these  words  do  not  appear  in  the 
printed  report  of  the  committee,  which  it  submitted  to  the  Illinois 
Legislature : 

That  in  tbiB  connectlou  yoar  coDimittee  desires  to  reiwrt  tbat  the  aald  Hines 
and  tbe  said  ^Vlebe  exhibited  to  its  counsel,  fo  tar  ns  be  could  ascertain,  all 
tbe  t>ooks,  paii«rH,  and  accounts  of  said  Individuals  and  said  Edward  Hinea 
Lumber  Co.,  togetlier  witb  tbe  books,  papers,  and  accounts  ol  many  subsidiary 
conipaules,  and  gave  to  your  counsel  every  then  present  means  and  opportunity 
to  make  any  and  every  Investigation  wblcb  might  then  occur  to  hlni,  and  pro- 
daced  checks,  papers,  book  accounts,  etc.,  when  the  same  w^'e  asked  for. 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes;  that  is  in  there;  but  Mr.  Healy  agreed  with  me 
that  he  would  immediately  report  and  make  public 

Senator  Keen.  I  am  asking  you  whether  that  was  not  reported  by 
the  conmiittee  to  the  Legislature  of  Illinois — the  words  I  have  read? 

Mr.  WiBHB.  That  statement  is  in  that  report;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Farbar.  Did  that  committee  make  any  report  or  was  it  able 
to  find  anything  that  bore  upon  the  election  of  Senator  Lorimer. 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  did  not  hear  of  any  report. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  not  that  committee  report  that  a  preliminary 
examination  of  such  books,  papers,  and  accounts,  by  counsel  for  the 
committee,  developed  the  fact  that  the  same  were  so  numerous  and 
involved  and  incomplete  that  no  complete  or  satisfactory  examina- 
tion thereof  could  be  made  except  by  employing  an  expert  accountant 
or  an  auditor,  which  would  require  more  time  than  then  remained 
before  the  adjournment  of  the  present  general  assembly  ? 

Mr,  Wiehe,  Yes ;  that  is  the  report,  but  Mr,  Healv  took  our  cash- 
book  for  the  five  months  that  he  asked  for  here.  I  think  we  threw  a 
month  in  to  him  extra.  He  ran  down  every  item  in  the  cashbook  and 
picked  out  such  items  as  he  desired  information  on — every  disburse- 
ment. He  asked  what  this  was  and  what  that  was  and  what  this 
was  for  and  what  that  was  for,  and  we  produced  whatever  he  called 
for  immediately.  He  then  examined  Mr.  Hines's  personal  checks, 
and  he  examined  my  personal  checks  and  agreed  with  me  that  he 
would  make  this  report  to  the  committee.  I  watched  the  newspapers 
for  two  weeks  to  get  that  report,  and  no  report  was  given.  Then  I 
telegraphed  Mr.  Healy  and  he  did  not  reply  to  that  telegram.  I 
wired  Mr.  Helm,  and  I  sent  four  or  five  tracers  after  those  tele- 
grams, and  I  have  got  no  reply  to  this  day,  so  I  assume  that  that 
report  was  not  made  to  the  committee. 
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Mr.  Farhar.  Was  anything  said  about  the  Hines  Lumber  Co- 
oifering  to  employ  an  expert  accountant  or  any  expert  that  the  com- 
mittee mi^t  select? 

Mr,  WiEHE.  Yes. 

Mr.  Farbab.  To  go  through  all  of  your  books  and  papers,  and 
make  a  report  to  the  committee? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes;  I  suggested  that  to  Mr.  Healy. 

Mr,  Faehar.  Didn't  you  all  agree  to  pay  the  costs  and  expenses  of 
such  expert? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Farrar.  How  many  days  was  that  offer  made  before  this 
committee  closed  its  sittings? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  think  a  little  over  two  weeks,  probably. 

Mr,  Fabrar.  Can  you  give  the  exact  date  when  Mr.  Healy  made 
this  examination?    Haven't  you  got  a  memorandum  of  it  there? 

Mr.  WiEiiE.  Yes;  I  think  it  was  the  28th  of  April,  1911. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Then,  that  was  the  date  when  you  offered  to  pay  any 
expert  that  they  would  employ  to  make  an  examination  of  the  books  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes. 

Mr.  Farrar.  This  report  appears  to  be  dated  the  l7th  day  of  May, 
so  that  it  was  19  or  20  days  before  this  report  was  made  that  you 
made  that  offer? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes;  I  wired  Mr.  Healy  on  May  11.  and  I  wired  Mr. 
Helm  on  May  13. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Did  Mr.  Healy  or  the  committee  accept  you  offer 
for  them  to  appoint  an  expert,  and  for  you  to  pay  him,  to  make  an 
examination  of  all  these  books  and  papers  and  documents? 

Mr.  WiEiiE.  They  did  not ;  so  far  as  I  know. 

Mr.  Farrar,  Did  they  make  any  reply  to  your  offer  to  appoint 
such  an  expert  and  to  pay  him? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No. 

Mr.  Farrar.  That  is  all. 

Mr.  MARBrj:.  Mr.  Wiehe,  you  have  testified  relative  to  this  meeting 
with  Cook  and  O'Brien  at  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel.  What  matters 
of  business  were  discui^sed  there  during  that  meeting? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  The  voting  of  the  Hines  stock  with  the  Weyerhaeuser 
stock  was  one  matter. 

Mr,  Farrar.  And  what  other  matter? 

Mr.  Wieiie.  Well,  we  talked  generally  about  some  unsettled  inter- 
est matters  with  O'Brien  and  Cook  ani  some  other  matters  in  con- 
nection with  the  Virginia  &  Rainy  Lake  Co. 

Mr.  Marhle.  And  what  other  matters  in  connection  with  the  Vir- 
ginia &  Rainy  Lake  Co.? 

Mr.  AViEHE.  I  think  we  had  another  matter  up  with  McKenzie  & 
Mann  at  the  time  that  was  unsettled. 

Mr.  Marble.  What  was  that  matter? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  The  question  of  furnishing  rails,  and  the  question  of 
adjusting  interest  on  bonds. 

Kir.  Marble,  The  question  of  purchasing  rails  from  McKenzie  & 
Mann? 

Mr,  Wiehe.  No;  the  question  of  their  furnishing  rails  to  the  Vir- 
ginia &  Rainy  Lake  Co, 

Mr.  Marble.  That  matter  was  discussed  that  momingt 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  think  so.     That  is  mv  recollection. 
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Fr.  Makble.  Tou  are  sure  that  was  not  the  principal  matter  that 

discussed  that  tnomingt 

T.  Mabsix.  No;  I  do  not  think  so.    I  think  the  principal  matter 

this  voting  of  the  stock  of  the  Hinea  Co.  with  the  Weyerhaeusere, 

Igamating  them. 

r.  Marbl£.  When  did  Cook  and  O'Brien  make  arrangements  for 

meeting— the  day  before  1 

r.  WiEHE.  The  day  before. 

r.  Marbls.  Did  they  tell  you  what  they  wanted  to  meet  about! 

r,  WiEHE.  They  did  not 

r.  Kasbu.  Did  you  know  what  the  meeting  was  to  be  about  until 

irrived  there  t 

'.  WiEHE.  I  did  not. 

'.  Marble.  How  did  they  make  arrangements  with  you  to  have 

;all  Mr.  Hines  to  them  on  the  day  before!    What  was  it  they 

.  WiEHE.  TbeT  called  me  on  the  telephone.    I  think  Mr.  Cook 
I  me  on  the  telephone  and  desired  to  know  if  Mr.  Hines  was  in 
I  told  him  he  was  not,  bnt  that  I  expected  him  in  the  mom- 
nd  he  said  he  would  like  to  arrange  s  meeting  with  hint. 

Mabble.  And  asked  you  to  arrange  the  meetmgf 

WiBHB.  Yes. 

Masble.  Did  you   communicate   with   Mr.  Hines   on  that 
■? 

WiBHE,  I  did. 
Marble.  When! 

WiEHE.  On  the  following  morning. 

Marble.  When  you  met  him  at  the  train ! 

WiEHE.  Yes. 

Marble.  About  9  o'clock  in  the  morning ! 

WiEHB.  About  that  time;  8.5S. 

Marblj^  Before  you  got  into  the  automobile  to  start  away 

fie  station  f 

WiEHE.  No,  sir.    I  think  I  mentioned  it  to  him  downstairs. 

i  with  him  a  few  moments  down  in  the  depot 

Vf  ABBLB.  And  before  you  got  into  the  automobile  to  leave  the 

ViEHE.  Yes. 

^RBLX.  You  did  not  tell  Mr.  Hines  what  the  meeting  was 

ViBOE.  I  did  not  know. 

'Iabblb.  Was  this  matter  about  the  rails  something  of  im- 

i? 

T'tbob,  Ofa,  yes. 

Iabblx.  Important  to  Mr.  Hines  as  well  as  to  Cook  and 

? 

'leiib.   Well,  it  would  be  important  to  them.    They  are  stock- 

n  the  company. 

ABBE^B.   He  was  a  stockholder  in  the  company  also! 

laaB.  Yes. 

abbIaB.  His  interests  would  be  the  same  as  theirsf 

lEHB.   Yes. 

ARBi^E.  Proportioned  to  the  amount  of  his  ^tocki 
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Mr.  WiBHE.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  remember  what  Mr-  Hines  said  to  you  when 
jou  told  him  that  Cook  and  O'Brien  wanted  to  see  him  ? 

Mr,  WiEHE.  He  said  he  thought  he  could  meet  them  about  11 
o'clock. 
■    Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  advise  Cook  and  O'Brien ! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  did. 

Mr.  Marble.  That  morning^ 

Mr.  WiEHE.  The  next  morning. 

Mr,  Marble..  That  very  morning? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  The  morning  of  the  arrival  of  Mr.  Hines;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  did  you  advise  them? 

Mr.  Wtehe.  By  telephone. 

Mr.  Marble.  From  your  office? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  As  soon  as  you  got  to  your  office? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  that  was  what  time? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Oh,  about  a  quarter  to  10,  I  should  think. 

Senator  Kern.  Whom  did  you  call  up ! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  called  up  Mr.  Cook  at  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel. 

Mr.  Marble.  What  did  you  tell  Mr.  Cook? 

Mr.  WiEiiB.  I  told  Mr.  Cook  that  Mr.  Hines  had  arrived  in  town 
and  would  be  able  to  see  him  about  11  o'clock. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  did  you  tell  him  where  he  would  see  him  f 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes;  at  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel. 

Mr.  Marble.  Was  that  the  first  thing  you  did  when  you  got  back 
to  the  office? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Well,  I  do  not  know.  I  would  not  say  that  was  the 
first  thing  or  the  second  thing. 

Mr.  Marble.  Bot  you  did  it  very  soon  after  your  arrival  there! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes;  I  did  it  soon  after  my  arrival  there. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  far  did  you  say  you  rode  with  Mr.  Hines  that 
momii^? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  think  I  went  to  La  Salle  and  Adams  with  him,  and 
tiiere  I  took  a  car. 

Mr.  Marble.  I  think  your  testimony  of  yesterday  was  misreported. 
It  seems  to  indicate  the  corner  of  La  Salle  and  Clark.  That  would 
Bot  be  possible,  of  course,  in  Chicago} 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  said  on  yesterday  that  I  thought  it  was  either 
Clark  and  Adams  or  La  SiiUe  and  Adams,  but  I  am  pretty  positive 
it  was  La  Salle  and  Adams, 

Mr.  Marble.  Then  you  took  s  street  car  to  your  office? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Was  anything  further  said  in  that  conversation  witii 
Mr.  Cook  regarding  the  time  or  the  place  of  the  conference  which 
was  to  be  ha3? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  As  soon  as  I  ascertained  from  Mr.  Hines  what  hour 
he  could  meet  them  I  called  up  and  told  him  that  he  would  be  there 
about  that  time. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  tell  them  be  would  come  to  their  room  or  to 
the  hot«l? 

Mr.  WnjHB.  To  the  hotel. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  ask  what  room  they  occupied! 
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Mr.  WiEHE.  No;  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Mr.  Mabbi£.  You  made  the  appointment  for  the  hotel  t 

Mr.  WnsHE.  Yes. 

Mr.  IVIabble.  Do  you  remember  the  first  time  that  It  was  brought 
to  your  attention  that  Mr.  Hines  was  being  dia^ussed  with  r&gara  to 
the  reported  furnishing  of  money  to  secure  the  election  of  Senator 
Lorimer  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes;  I  think  along  in  either  May  or  June  of  1910.  I 
do  not  recollect  exactly  which  month.    It  was  along  about  that  time. 

Mr,  Mabble.  And  who  brought  that  to  your  attention! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  ^NTiy,  I  think  it  was  in  the  newspapers. 

Mr.  XfARBLE.  May  or  June,  1910  ? 

Mr.  WiEiiE.  I  think  the  first  thing  I  saw  was — well,  I  do  not  know 
exactly  what  I  did  see.  but  it  was  s(mie  article  in  the  newspapers. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Was  Mr.  Hines's  name  in  the  article  1 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No.  The  first  thing  I  noticed,  I  do  not  think  his 
name  was  in  the  article. 

Mr.  Mabbu:.  Something  you  noticed  subsequently  to  that  timet 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  reporters  call  upon  you  in  connection  with  the 
publication  of  those  articles! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Not' upon  me;  no,  sir. 

Mr,  Marble.  Do  you  know  whether  reporters  called  upon  Mr. 
Hines  at  that  time ! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not,  of  my  own  knowledge. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  questions  were  pro- 
pounded to  you  or  to  Mr.  Hines  at  that  time,  relative  to  the  matter 
of  the  election  of  Senator  Lorimer! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  believe  there  were  questions  presented  to  Mr.  Hines. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  know  there  were,  do  you  not! 

Mr.  WiEHK.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Mabble.  By  the  Chicago  Tribune! 

Mr.  WiEHB.  By  a  representative  of  ^e  Chicago  Tribune;  yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Marbls.  Did  you  have  something  to  do  with  that  matter 
shortly  after! 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I.  went  with  Mr.  Hines  to  see  Mr.  Kedey,  and  Mr. 
Hines  told  Mr.  Keeley  there  was  nothing  in  the  matter  that  those 
questions  re&rred  to. 

Mr.  Mahblb.  And  that  was  at  Mr.  Keeley's  office! 

Mr,  WiEHB.  Yes;  in  the  Tribune  Building. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  parted  in  a  friendly  way  that  night! 

Mr.  WiEHB.  With  Mr,  Hines! 

Mr,  Masblb,  With  Mr.  Keeley, 

Mr,  WiBHB,  Well,  we  may  have  parted  in  a  friendly  way,  but 
inwardly  we  wotb  not  very  friendly  to  him. 

Senator  Kbbn.  When  was  that! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Oh,  that  was  some  time  in  May. 

Senator  Kern.  After  the  publication  of  the  White  confession ! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  That  was  after  the  publication  of  the  White  story. 

Mr,  Marbi^  Do  you  remember  it  was  in  the  early  part  of  May? 

Mr,  Webhe.  My  recollection  is  it  was  some  time  about  tiie  middle 
of  May. 

Senator  Kern,  Had  Mr,  Hines's  name  figured  in  any  newspapers 
np  to  that  time  in  connection  with  that! 
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Mr.  WiBHE.  I  do  not  recollect  whether  it  had  or  not,  but  that 
matter  I  know  occurred,  because  I  was  with  him  at  the  Unioa  Ijetgue 
Club  when  the  Tribune  representative  was  there. 

Senator  Kebn.  I  did  not  quite  hear  your  answer. 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  say  that  matter  occurred,  because  I  was  wUli  Mr. 
Hines  at  the  Union  League  Club  when  the  Tribune  representative 
presented  this  list  of  questions;  and  my  recollection  is  be  sud  if 
he  had  anything  further  to  say  about  that  to  see  Mr.  Keeley. 

Senator  Kern.  What  was  the  nature  of  the  questions,  as  y<m  re- 
member^ 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Well,  I  think  I  can  get  the  gist  of  them. 

Senator  Kehn,  That  is  what  I  want,  Mr.  Wiehe. 

Mr.  WiEHE.  The  gist  of  the  thing  was,  if  he  knew  of  any  syndicate 
that  had  put  up  money  for  this  election,  or  if  he  had  put  up  any, 
or  somethmg  along  that  line.  I  would  not  be  able  to  repeat  exactly 
what  it  was.    I  thmk  that  was  the  gist  of  it. 

Senator  Fletchee.  When  you  c^led  on  Mr.  Keeley,  did  he  say 
anything  about  the  Funk  conversation,  or  anything  mat  indicated 
that  he  had  information  similar  to  that  suggested  by  Mr.  Punk! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  He  did  not. 

Senator  Fletchek.  What  did  he  say  as  far  as  he  was  concerned! 

Mr.  Wiehe,  Why,  he  said  they  were  very  earnest  in  this  matter, 
and  they  proposed  to  follow  the  matter  up.  The  interview  was  very 
short. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Did  he  give  you  any  information  at  all? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  He  did  not. 

Senator  FLmx^HSB.  As  to  what  he  knew  or  what  had  been  told 
himt 

Mr.  Wiehe.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Mr.  Wiehe,  you  have  answer  the  Senator,  have  you, 
that  Mr,  Funk's  name  was  not  mentioned  at  that  conference  f 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes, 

Mr.  Marble.  Mr,  Hines  did  not  say  to  Mr.  Keeley  that  Mr.  Fnnk 
had  been  asked  to  contribute  to  a  campaign  fund,  did  he! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  No,  sir ;  Mr.  Funk's  name  was  not  mentioned  at  all. 

Mr.  Marble.  Was  the  International  Harvester  Co.  mentioned! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  No,  sir, 

Mr.  Marble,  Did  you  send  Mr.  Shields  to  hunt  up  the  witnesses 
who  were  on  the  car  from  Duluth  to  Virginia  on  the  trip  which  has 
been  testified  to  here  in  March  of  this  year! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  did. 

Mr,  Marble.  Where  was  Mr.  Shields  when  you  sent  for  him! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  telephoned  him  at  West  Superior,  Wis. 

Mr.  Marble,  What  did  you  tell  him  ? 

Mr,  Wiehe.  I  told  him  to  go  over  to  Duluth  and  see  the  porters 
on  the  trains  and  see  if  he  could  locate  and  find  out  who  the  people 
were  on  that  car  that  went  into  Canadar. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  tell  him  anything  further! 

Mr,  Wiehe,  That  is  all  at  that  time. 

Mr,  Marble.  Did  he  communicate  with  you  soon  after  that! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  He  did. 

Mr.  Marble.  What  did  he  tell  you  t 

Mr.  Wiehe.  He  told  me  he  had  found  the  porters  and  talked  with 
them,  and  they  had  advised  him  that  they  thought  he  could  get  tlut 
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mf<Hiiiation  from  the  immigration  a^nt  at  the  Canadian  line,  and  I 
totd  him  to  go  up  there  and  get  the  information,  and  when  he  got  it 
and  located  the  people,  to  go  to  them  and  ^et  the  affidavits. 

Mr.  Mabk£.  Did  you  tell  him  what  affidavits  to  get? 

Mr.  WmHK.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mabble.  What  did  you  tell  him ! 

Mr.  TViEHE.  I  told  him  to  get  affidavits  from  the  different  people 
as  to  what  they  heard  in  that  sleeping  car. 

Mr.  Mahble.  Was  there  anything  ^rther  said  in  that  conversationl 

Mr.  WiEHE.  That  is  all. 

Mr.  Mabblb.  Did  he  report  to  you  after  thatt 

Mr.  WiSHE.  Not  for  some  time. 

Mr.  Marbij.  How  long  after  that  was  it  that  he  reported! 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Oh,  I  should  think  a  week  or  two,  possibly. 

Mr.  Mabbia  Can  you  fix  the  time  ^ 

Mr.  WiZHE.  No;  I  can  not  fix  the  time.  He  went  up  to  Winnipeg 
and  out  to  Moose  Jaw  and  over  to  Seattle  and  down  into  Kansas. 

Senator  Keen.  Have  you  the  letters  and  telegrams  that  he  sent 
you  while  he  was  on  that  trip  J 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No;  I  have  not. 

Senator  Keen.  What  did  you  do  with  themf 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  know  what  I  did  do  with  them.  He  did  not 
send  me  an^  telegrams  of  any  interest,  excepting — I  think  I  could 
get  you  copies  of  all  the  telegrams  that  he  sent 

Senator  Kebn.  Did  he  write  to  you  when  he  was  at  Seattle? 

Mr.  Wdehe.  I  would  not  be  sure  as  to  that.  Any  communications 
I  have  from  him  I  will  present  here. 

Senator  K^n.  I  understood  you  to  say  a  while  ago  that  you  did 
not  know  what  you  had  done  with  them. 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  just  at  this  minute.  I  will  have  to  search 
my  letter  files. 

Senator  Kenton.  Where  is  he  now? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Kenton.  When  did  you  last  see  him! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  About  a  week  or  10  days  ago. 

Senator  Kenton,  Wliere! 

Mr,  WiEHE,  In  Chicago. 

Senator  Kenton.  WTiereabouts  in  Chicago? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  think  at  our  office,  I  may  have  seen  him  down 
town. 

Senator  Kenton.  Do  you  not  know  where  he  went? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I  do  not;  no,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  have  had  no  correspondence  with  him  since 
then! 

Mr.  WiBHE.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  No  telegrams! 

Mr.  WiERE.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  Is  he  in  your  employ ! 

Mr.  WiEiiE.  He  is  not. 

Senator  Kenton,  Was  he  at  any  time  when  he  was  getting  these 
affidavits  about  the  people  in  the  smoker! 
-  Mr.  Wiehe.  He  was  not  on  our  pay  roll. 

Senator  Kenton.  How  could  you  telephone  him  and  tell  him  to  go 
and  do  a  certain  thing? 
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Mr.  WiEiiB.  He  was  close  to  Duluth,  aad  I  called  him  up  and  asked 
him  to  do  it. 

Senator  Kbnton.  You  told  him  to  go  and  do  it? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  What  right  had  you  to  tell  him  to  go  and  do 
it  if  he  was  not  in  your  employ  i 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No  more  right  than  I  would  have  to  ask  you  to  band 
me  that  fan. 

Senator  Kemyon.  It  was  on  the  same  principle,  was  it,  as  if  you 
asked  me  to  hand  you  that  fan! 

Mr,  Withe.  Yes.  He  was  under  no  more  obligati<Hi  to  go  there. 
If  he  had  told  me  he  would  not  go,  I  could  not  have  forced  him  to  go. 

Senator  Kenton,  How  did -you  happen  to  ask  Mr.  Shields  to  go, 
instead  of  askii^  John  Smith  or  Bill  Jones ! 

Mr.  WiBHE.  I  knew  Mr.  Shields.    He  lived  there. 

Senator  Kenton.  He  had  no  connection  with  you  or  any  of  the 
concerns  in  which  you  were  interested  ? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Not  any  financial  connection. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  just  rang  him  up  because  you  knew  him? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  send  him  to  Seattle  in  the  same  way  ? 

Mr,  Wiehe.  No;  I  did  not  direct  him  after  he  got  beyond  Duluth. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Did  you  not  send  him  to  Seattle? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  suppose  I  did,  indirectly. 

Senator  Kenton.  \Vhat  do  you  mean  by  "  indirectly  "? 

M'r,  WiBHE.  I  have  explained  that.  He  went  up  to  the  Canadian 
line  and  got  these  declarations,  and  ascertained  where  these  people 
lived,  and  went  to  their  residences.  If  that  is  sending  him  there.  I 
sent  him  there. 

Senator  Kenton,  Did  he  do  that  without  any  directions  frwn  vou  ? 

Mr.  WiEHB,  No  directions  excepting  the  first  direction  I  gave  ^im. 

Senator  Kenyon.  That  was  to  get  affidavits  from  the  people  in  the 
Pullman  car  as  to  the  conversations  of  that  night? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman,  Are  we  to  understand  you  to  mean  that  you  em- 
ployed him,  or  that  you  did  not  employ  him? 

Senator  Kenton.  That  is  what  I  am  trying  to  get  at. 

Mr.  Wiehe,  I  made  no  bargain  with  him  to  pay  him  anything. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  intend  to  pay  him? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  If  he  presents  a  bill  I  do;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  did  just  the  same  with  him  as  if  you  asked 
me  to  give  you  this  fan,  about  6  feet  across  here,  did  you!  That  is 
your  testimony? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  That  is  about  it. 

Senator  Kenton,  M'hat  do  you  say  ? 

Mr,  Wiehe,  At  that  time;  yes. 

Senator  Kenyon,  And  he  went  to  Seattle  in  pursuance  of  that,  to 
get  the  affidavits? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon,  You  have  not  paid  him  anything? 

Mr.  Wiehe,  I  have  advanced  him  some  expense  money ;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  How  much  did  you  advance  him  ? 

Mr-  Wiehe.  I  do  not  accurately  know  that. 

Senator  Kenton.  Have  you  not  any  check  to  show  it? 
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Mr.  Wiiia:.  I  think  so;  yes. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  hand  it  to  him,  or  did  you  send  it  to 

mi 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No;  I  think  he  made  a  draft  on  us. 

Senator  Kenyon.  How  much  was  it? 

Mr.  WiERE.  I  would  not  be  sure  as  to  that.     I  can  get  that  in- 

rmation  for  you,  though. 

Senator  Kenton.  I  want  it  now — as  much  as  you  can  give  us. 

Mr,  WiEHE.  I  can  not  give  it  to  you  now — I  do  not  mow. 

Senator  Kenton,  Do  vou  not  know  how  much  monev  you  have 

'en  Mr.  Shields? 

tfr.  WiEHE,  I  do  not. 

Senator  Kknton.  Is  it  $100,  or  is  it  $1,000? 

Hr.  WiEHE.  I  can  not  tell  you  what  it  was;  I  do  not  know  ac- 

■ately. 

M?nator  Kenton.  I  am  not  aslnng  you  to  tell  me  accurately.    I  am 

ing  you  anywhere"  from  $100  to  $1,000. 

If.  Wiehe.  There  would  be  no  use  in  my  making  a  statement  to 

[  iinles.s  I  knew,  and  I  do  not  know  now. 

lenator  Kenton.  You  do  not  know! 

Ir,  Wiehe.  But  I  will  get  that  information  for  you  if  you  want  it, 

enator  Kenton.  What  I  am  trying  to  get  at  is  whether  you  em- 

ved  Mr.  Shields,  or  whether  you  merely  asked  him  as  a  friend 

^o  and  do  this? 

[r.  Wiehe.  That  is  the  way  I  asked  him ;  yes,  sir. 

enator  Kenyon.  As  a  friend? 

'.r.  Wiehe.  Yes,  sir. 

?nator  Kenfon,  And  it  was  just  the  same  proposition,  as  I  nn- 

tand  your  testimony,  as  if  you  asked  a  memoer  of  the  committee 

and  ^ou  a  fan? 

r-  W  lEHE.  I  do  not  know  what  you  are  driving  at. 

inator  Kenton.  I  am  driving  at  your  testimony— what  you  said. 

r.  Wiehe.  That  is  exactly  the  same  way  I  would  ask  him. 

nafor  Kenton.  Do  vou  expect  to  pay  him  anything  for  his  trip 

eattle? 

r.  Wiehe.  I  do  if  he  presents  a  bill  for  it. 

nator  Kenton.  Do  you  expect  him  to  present  a  bill ! 

'.  Wiehe.  Why.  I  presume  he  will. 

nator  Kenyon.  Has  he  ever  performed  services  for  you  in  tlie 

■.  IViBHE.  Not  for  me  individually. 

nator  Kenyon.  Has  he  for  the  Edward  Hines  Dumber  Co.? 

■,  W^iEiiE.  Yes:  I  believe  he  has. 

lator  Kenton.  "Wbat  has  been  the  nature  of  the  service? 

.  Wiehe.  We  had  a  lawsuit  at  Superior,  Wis,,  and  he  looked 

le  witnesses  for  us  there, 

lator   Kenton.  Just  the  same  as  he  looked  up  the  witnesses 

.    Wiehe.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  was  just  the  same.     He 
I  the  witnesses  there  and  located  them  for  us. 
a  tor  Ken-ton.  Did  you  pay  him  for  that  work? 

WiEiiB,  Yes,  sir. 
.Ttor  Kenyon.  Anything  besides  his  expenses? 

Wiehe.  No,  sir. 
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Senator  Kbnyon.  Just  his  expenses  f 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Is  he  in  the  habit  of  going  out  simply  for  his 
expenses  and  doin^  this  work? 

Mr.  WmHE.  This  was  right  in  his  own  home  town,  and  I  do  not 
think  he  had  to  spend  much  time. 

Senator  Kenton,  Is  there  no  tie,  Mr.  Wiehe,  no  obligatioo  of  any 
kind  upon  his  part  to  your  company,  the  Hines  Lumber  Co.,  whidi 
permits  you  to  call  on  him  to  do  this  kind  of  servicef 

Mr.  Wiehe.  No, 

Senator  Kenyon.  None  at  all? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  None  at  all.  He  could  decline  to  do  anything  we 
asked  him  to  do,  and  we  could  not  c<Hnpel  him  to  do  it. 

Senator  Kenton,  Is  there  anyone  else  in  the  country  that  you 
use  similarly  to  do  work  for  you? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  No;  because  in  that  particular  locality  up  there  we 
are  interested.  We  have  men  in  our  employ  that  do  eimilar  work 
for  us,  thatgo  where  we  tell  them  to. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Have  you  ever  sent  him  to  the  legislatures  of 
any  States  to  do  any  work ! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  No,  sir;  I  have  not. 

Senator  Kenton.  Has  the  company  of  which  you  are  a  member! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  do  not  think  they  have. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Do  you  know  of  his  going  to  le^latures  and 
acting  as  the  agent  in  opposing  or  advocating  the  passage  of  bills 
affecting  lumber  interests? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Affecting  lumber  interests  ? 

Senator  Kenyon.  Yes. 

Mr.  Wiehe.  No  ;  I  do  not. 

Senator  Kenton.  Or  any  other  interests? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  think  he  did  go  to  Wisconsin,  to  Madison,  for  some 
town  division  up  there  at  Hayward.  Some  bill  was  introduced  there, 
I  believe;  and  I  think  he,  in  con}unction  with  our  manager,  went 
down  there. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Was  he  not  active  in  Wisconsin  in  opposition  to 
Senator  La  FoUette's  election  ? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  do  not  know  of  my  own  knowledge. 

Senator  Kenyon,  You  do  not  know  anything  about  that! 

Mr.  Wiehe,  No,  sir;  not  of  my  own  knowledge. 

Senator  Kenyon.  When  you  saw  him  at  Chicago,  which,  I  believe 
you  said,  was  about  10  days  ago 

Mr,  Wiehe.  I  think  it  was  about  that. 

Senator  Kenton  (continuing).  Where  was  he  going! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  met  him,  I  think,  down  town  at  the  Continental 
Bank.  I  was  going  up  to  see  our  attorneys  there.  He  ascertained 
in  some  way  that  I  was  going  there  and  met  me  there. 

Senator  Kenton,  Was  Mr.  Price  with  you  when  you  saw  him  in 
Chicago! 

Mr.^ViEHE.  No.  I  have  not  seen  Mr.  Price  since  the  ni^t  of  that 
trip  to  Virginia  until  I  saw  him  here  the  other  day. 

Senator  Kenton.  Was  Mr,  Cusson  with  you  when  you  saw  him 
there! 

Mr,  Wiehe.  I  think  he  was;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  How  long  did  you  talk  with  Mr.  Shields  at 
'^at  time! 
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Mr.  WiEHB.  Oh,  not  very  long.    I  was  in  a  hnrry  to  go  upstairs. 

Senator  Ke»ton.  Did  ho  bring  back  from  Seattle  to  you  the  Price 
affidavit? 

Mr.  Wtehs.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  brought  it  back  or  sent  it 
to  me. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  got  it  in  some  wayt 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I  got  it,  anyway ;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  As  the  result  of  his  efforts! 

Mr.  WiEHi!.  Yes,  sir. 

Senat<»-  Kenton.  You  had  not  known  Price  up  to  that  time,  had 
you! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  did  not  know  him  at  all,  no,  sir. 

SenstOT'  Kenton.  Did  you  get  an  affidavit  from  Mr.  Cusson 
throu^  the  mails  T 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I  think  an  affidavit  came  through  the  mail ;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  prepare  the  affidavit  that  was  sent  to 
Mr.  Cusson  to  sign  and  return  to  you! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  think  I  did;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kjnton.  Did  you  prepare  it  yourself  or  have  a  lawyer 
prepare  it) 
-  Mr.  WiEHE.  No ;  I  think  I  prepared  it  myself. 

Senator  Kemton.  Was  that  after  the  Helm  investigation! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  It  was. 

Senator  Kenton.  Why  did  you  prepare  that  affidavit! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  The  Helm  investigation  1^  pretty  nearly  everything 

fo  in  there  that  was  offered— all  sorts  of  gossip  and  hearsay  evi- 
ence,  and  so  forth — and  I  thought  I  would  get  these  affidavits  pre- 
pared, and  bring  them  down  here  and  present  them  here  and  save 
these  people  from  coming  here. 

Senator  Kenton.  Have  you  that  affidavit! 

Mr.  WiBHK.  I  have  not;  no  sir. 

Senatfv  Ksnton.  You  prepared  it  to  present  here! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  Where  is  it! 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Our  attorney  told  us  that  it  would  be  nonsense — that 
these  affidavits  would  not  be  worth  anything;  that  we  would  have  to 
produce  the  witnesses.     So  we  wasted  our  efforts  and  our  money. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  had  prepared  the  affidavits,  thinking  they 
would  take  the  place  of  witnesses! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yea.  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Some  of  those  affidavits  are  here  now.  Where  is 
this  one!     Where  is  the  Cusson  affidavit! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  know  where  it  is, 

Mr.  Fabrab.  We  will  produce  them. 

Mr.  WiEHE.  The  affidavits  that  are  here  are  produced  here,  I  think, 
because  the  declarations  are  attached,  so  at  to  locate  these  people. 
I  think  that  is  the  reason  they  were  brought  here. 

Senator  Kern.  What  business  is  this  agent  of  yours  in  that  you 
sent  to  Seattle ! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  He  is  an  insurance  man.  He  runs  an  insurance 
agency  at  Superior,  Wi&,  and  Duluth,  Minn.  -if 

Senator  Kern,  He  is  in  the  insurance  business!  ,  and  so 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yea.  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Has  he  an  office  in  one  of  those  town? " 
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Mr.  WiEHB.  He  has  an  ofBce  in  both  of  those  towns.  That  is.  his 
company  has. 

Senator  Kern.  He  has  considerable  business,  has  he! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes;  I  think  they  are  about  as  large  an  agency  as 
there  is  at  the  upper  end  of  the  Lakes. 

Senator  Kekx.  And  he  left  his  business  for  two  or  three  weeks  to 
go  on  your  business  to  Seattle! 

Mr.  Wieue.  He  did.  He  has  a  partner  who  does  considerable  of 
that  business  also. 

Senator  Kern.  When  you  saw  him  in  Chicago,  did  yon  not  say 
anything  to  him  about  his  loss  of  time — about  remunerating  him  for 
that  loss  of  time! 

Mr.  Wieee.  He  complained  pretty  bitterly  abont  th.«  time  it  took. 

Senator  Kern.  How  long  did  he  say  it  took! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  think  it  must  have  taken  a  couple  of  weeks  or  more. 

Senator  Kern.  Is  that  what  he  said! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  know  that  was  what  it  took. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  he  say  anything  about  your  paying  him  for 
his  time! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No,  air;  not  then. 

Senator  Kern.  What  did  he  complain  about  then! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  He  said  he  lost  so  much  time,  and  had  gone  on  this 
trip,  Rnd  so  on.  He  complained  about  the  loss  of  time  he  had  sus- 
tained. 

Senator  Krrn.  Did  you  not  suggest  to  him  that  you  would  pay 
him  for  it ! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  did  not  then ;  no.    I  expect  he  will  render  ns  a  bilL 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  at  any  time! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No;  I  expect  he  will  render  us  a  bill  before  he  gets 
through. 

Senator  Kern.  Is  he  not  through  yet? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  So  far  as  these  affidavits  are  concerned ;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Is  he  doing  any  work  for  you  now ! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Has  he  done  any  work  for  you  since  getting  the.se 
affidavits ! 

Mr.  WiEHE,  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  he  tell  you  what  his  business  was  in  Chicago 
when  you  saw  him  there! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  he  tell  you  he  had  come  there  to  see  you ! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  He  did  not. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  talk  with  him  about  the  testimony  in  this 
case! 

Mr.  WiEHE,  About  the  testimony! 

Senator  Kern.  Yes. 

Mr,  WiEHE.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  And  about  his  interviews  with  th^e  witnesses? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Oh,  yes;  we  talked  about  the  different  witnesses  that 
he  had  seen. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  he  go  with  you  up  to  the  attorneys'  office  and 
talk  there? 

Mr.  WiEiiE.  I  think  he  went  up  there,  but  I  do  not  think  he  talked. 
I  think  he  sat  in  the  outer  office. 
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Senator  Kebn.  He  was  the  man  that  you  had  sent  out  to  get  these 
witiMeses,  to  interview  them,  to  find  just  what  they  would  testify  to! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes, 

Senator  Kbrn.  And  you  say  he  did  not  make  a  report,  either  to  you 
or  to  the  attorneys,  as  to  what  he  had  done  I 

Mr.  Wbhs.  I  did  not  say  he  did  not  make  a  report  to  me. 

Senator  Kern.  When  was  that  report  made! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  told  you  that  he  talked  with  me  about  these  wit- 
Senator  Kern.  When  you  were  in  Chicago? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  And  the  affidavits  that  he  got,  and  so  forth. 

Senator  Kern.  But  when  you  were  in  Chicago,  after  you  learned 
that  the  affidavits  did  not  amount  to  anything,  did  you  not  take  him 
up  to  acquaint  your  counsel  with  what  he  had  learned  of  these  wit- 
nesses? 

Mx.  WiEHE.  No;  because  we  had  the  affidavits  prior  to  that. 

Senator  Kebn.  He  did  not  come  back  and  report  to  your  counsel 
ataU? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  think  he  ever  saw  the  counsel. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  he  report  to  you  fully? 

Mr.  WiBBE.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Keb».  Where? 

Mr,  WiEHE.  At  Chicago. 

Senator  Kern.  On  the  day  that  you  have  named  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  think  so. 

Senator  Kern.  I  understood  you  to  say  you  only  saw  him  for  a 
few  minutes  at  the  bank  door. 

Mr.  WrEHE.  I  did.  He  went  upstairs  to  the  attorneys'  offices,  and 
told  me  in  a  general  way  about  who  he  bad  seen. 

Senator  Kebn.  To  whom  did  he  make  that  report? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  To  me. 

Senator  Kern.  That  took  some  little  time,  did  it  not? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Not  very  long. 

Senator  Kern.  He  told  you  about  his  trip  up  to  Canada  and  his 
trip  to  Kansas  ? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  say  he  had  gone  to  Kansas? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  He  went  to  Seattle,  "Wash.  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes, 

Senator  Kern.  He  gave  you  some  of  the  incidents  of  his  trip  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  And  that  did  not  take  long? 

Mr.  WiEME.  Not  very  long;  no. 

Senator  Kbrn.  Then  you  dismis.sed  him,  and  have  not  seen  him 
since? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  It  took  15  or  20  minutes,  probably. 

Senator  Kern.  He  was  complaining  about  the  great  loss  of  time 
that  he  had  suffered  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  And  you  did  not  say  a  word  about  paying  him? 

Mr.  Wiehe  (continuing).  And  the  hardships  of  the  trip,  and  so 
forth. 

S^iator  Kern.  Did  you  pay  him  as  much  as  $2,500? 
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Mr.  WiBHB,  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Kern.  Do  you  want  this  committee  to  understand  yoo  to 
mean  that  you  do  not  know  whether  you  paid  him  $2,500  or  not! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  think  we  paid  hun  that  amount;  bat  I  do 
not  know  the  amount  accurately. 

Senator  Kern.  No,  no ;  I  am  not  asking  you  to  give  it  accurately. 
Did  you  pay  him  as  much  as  ^,000,  in  your  judgment! 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I  would  not  think  so. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  pay  him  as  much  as  $1,500,  in  your  judg- 
mentt 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  would  not  think  so. 

SenatoF  Kern.  Now  we  are  getting  down  toward  it.  Did  you  pay 
him  as  much  as  $1,000! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  would  not  think  so. 

Senator  K^rn.  Did  you  pay  him  as  mudi  as  $500! 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Probably  along  in  that  neighborhood.  I  siLouId  think 
the  expense  of  that  trip  would  be  about  that. 

Senator  Kern.  Without  counting  anything  at  all  for  him  time! 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  That  is  all  on  that  subject. 

Senator  Kenyon.  How  does  he  live! 

Mr.  WiEHB.  How  does  he  live! 

Senator  Kenton.  Yes.     Does  he  work  just  for  his  expenses! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  He  has  an  insurance  business  that  he  derives  a  living 
from. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Are  you  familiar  with  his  insurance  business! 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Only  with  what  the  concerns  I  am  interested  in  give 
him. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  insure  with  him,  do  you! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir;  we  insure  through  his  agencies. 

Senator  Kenton.  I  did  not  mean  to  break  in  on  you,  Senator 
Kem. 

Senator  Kern.  Oh,  no.  I  am  through  on  that  branch.  I  have 
swne  other  questions  to  ask  later. 

Senator  Jones.  Mr.  Wiehe,  do  you  want  this  committee  to  under- 
stand that  you  can  call  up  Mr.  Shields  at  any  time  that  you  want  any- 
thing of  tliis  sort  done,  and  he  will  go  without  expecting  any  pay! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  No  ;  I  do  not  want  you  to  understand  that. 

Senator  Jones,  What  arrangement  have  you  with  him,  then! 

Mr.  Wiehe,  I  have  no  arrangement. 

Senator  Jokes.  I  understood  you  to  say  awhile  ago  that  when 
you  asked  him  to  look  up  these  witnesses  you  had  no  understanding 
with  him  that  he  should  get  any  pay  or  anything  of  the  sort. 

Mr.  Wiehe.  That  was  in  his  home  town,  and  he  knew  all  these 
people,  and  I  did  not;  and  he  simply  got  them  together  for  me  and 
got  their  names.     I  do  not  think  he  spent  much  time  at  it. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  that  lead  him  to  do  all  this  work  for  you  with- 
out any  expectation  of  pay — simply  because  he  lived  there! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  No;  I  would  not  think  so.  He  gets  a  good  deal  of 
business  from  us,  and  it  is  natural  that  he  would 

Senator  Jones.  What  does  his  business  with  you  amount  to! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  At  Virginia,  I  suppose  they  carry  a  million  and  a 
half  or  two  million  dollars'  worth  of  insurance. 

Senator  Jones.  What  would  that  amount  to  in  commissiiHis  to 
him!  ,-  I 
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Mr.  WiKHE.  I  suppose  they  get  about  10  per  cent.  That  bu^ness 
probably  would  amount  to  $4,<X)0. 

Senator  Jones.  $4,000  a  year! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  think  so. 

Senator  Jones.  When  you  arranged  to  take  your  insurance 
through  him,  did  you  have  an  understanding  with  him  that  if  you 
wanted  him  to  look  up  various  matters  for  you,  be  would  do  it  with- 
out ezp^ise? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No,  sir ;  I  had  no  arrangement  whatever  with  him. 

Senator  Jones.  But  you  understand,  do  you,  that  if  you  want 
anything  of  that  kind  looked  up,  you  can  call  on  him,  and  ne  will  go 
and  do  itf 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  understand  that.  I  simply  asked  him  if  he 
would  do  that  for  me,  and  he  did  it 

Senator  Jones.  And  you  did  that  without  any  understanding  as 
to  what  you  would  pay  him,  either  for  his  time  or  even  for  his  ex- 
pensesf 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir ;  I  called  him  on  the  long-diatance  telephone. 

Senator  Jones.  How  many  times  have  you  had  him  look  up  mat- 
ters of  that  sort  for  you  t 

Mr.  WiBBZ.  Not  very  often.  I  think  this  Superior  lawsuit  and 
these  affidavits  are  about  the  only  times  I  have  had  him  do  anything 
for  me. 

Senator  Jonks.  Do  you  know  whether  the  company  has  had  him 
do  anything  for  itt 

Mr.  WiEBX.  I  think  some  of  our  managers  may  have  had  that 
done.    I  do  not  personally  know  that,  except  from  hearsay. 

Senator  Jones.  Do  your  managers  call  on  him  to  look  up  matters 
without  any  understanding  that  they  are  going  to  pay  him  anything 
for  the  time  that  he  spends  in  doing  itt 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No;  I  do  not  think  so.  I  think  they  pay  him  for 
everything  he  does  for  them. 

Senator  Jones.  But  whenever  your  head  office  calls  on  him,  you 
do  not  expect  to  pay  him  unless  he  sends  in  a  bill  t  You  have  no 
understanding  wiu  uim  as  to  payment  for  bis  timet 

Mr.  WiBHB.  No;  I  would  not  say  that.  In  this  particular  in- 
stance I  made  no  arrangement  with  him  about  pa^ng  him  for  his 
time,  but  I  expect  he  will  render  me  a  bill  for  nis  service;  and  if 
he  does,  I  will  pay  it. 

Senator  Jones.  If  he  does  not,  you  will  not  ask  him  whether  he 
has  any  charge  for  his  time  or  notl 

Mr.  WizHZ.  I  guess  he  will  render  a  bill  all  right. 

Senator  Jones.  Has  he  rendered  a  bill? 

Mr.  WiiHB.  Not  yet;  no. 

Senator  Jones.  Do  you  know  that  f 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Well,  no ;  I  do  not  know  that. 

Senator  Jones.  You  do  not  know  whether  he  has  rendered  a  bill 
or  not! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No ;  I  do  not  I  have  been  away  from  Chicago  for  a 
week  or  more. 

Senator  Jones.  You  do  not  know  whether  he  has  been  paid  or  nott 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not ;  no — not  of  my  own  knowledge. 

Senator  Jones.  Will  whatever  bill  he  sends  in  be  paid  without 
any  question  f 
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Mr.  Wi2HB.  I  do  not  think  so.  It  will  have  to  be  O.  K.'d  by  me 
before  it  is  paid. 

Senator  Jones.  What  investigation  would  you  make  of  it? 

Mr.  SViBHE.  I  would  6gure  over  the  time  that  it  took  for  him  to 
make  this  (rip,  and  I  would  not  expect  him  to  hold  me  up. 

Senator  Jones.  How  much  would  you  expect  to  pay  him  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Oh,  I  should  think  $5  or  $10  a  day.  If  he  rendered 
a  bill  of  that  kind,  I  would  not  object  to  it. 

Senator  Jones,  If  he  rendered  a  bill  for  $15  or  $20  a  day  in  addition 
to  his  expenses,  you  would  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE,  I  tliink  I  would ;  yea,  I  do  not  think  that  would  be 
reasonable. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  he  render  any  bill  for  that  other  service  that 
he  rendered? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No,  sir.     It  did  not  take  a  great  deal  of  his  time. 

Senator  Jones.  How  much  of  his  time  did  it  take? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Oh,  probably  two  or  three  hours  on  three  or  fonr 
days;  maybe  not  that  long.  I  do  not  know  just  how  much  time  it 
took.  The  people  all  lived  around  close  to  where  he  lived,  or  in  that 
vicinity;  and  he  simply  got  tlieir  names.  That  was  a  lawsuit  up 
there  in  reference  to  a  piece  of  property  that  a  third  party  tried  to 
hold  U8  up  on ;  and  I  think  he  arranged  to  get  a  dredge  contractor 
to  come  over  there  and  testify  for  us.  He  may  have  done  that  by 
telephone.     I  do  not  know  how  he  did  it. 

Senator  Jonks.  He  made  no  charge  for  his  time? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  He  made  no  charge;  no. 

Senator  Jones,  Did  you  ever  ask  him  if  you  should  pay  him  any- 
thing for  it? 

ftS.  WiEiiE.  No;  I  did  not;  because  I  did  not  think  that  he  ou^t 
to  charge  anvthing  for  it.  I  thought  we  gave  him  business  enough 
to  have  him  do  that  little  service  for  us  without  rendering  a  bill  for  it. 

The  Chairman,  ^Vhat  business  has  he  besides  the  insurance 
business? 

Mr,  WiEHE.  He  has  no  business  besides  that.  I  think  he  is  inter- 
ested in  an  iron  mine  up  there,  and  h©  has  some  stock  in  a  company 
I  am  interested  in. 

5fr.  Hanect.  Mr.  Hines  has  authorized  me  to  say  that  he  will 
furnish  to  this  committee  a  statement  of  all  the  money  that  has  been 
paid  to  Mr.  Shields  in  any  of  these  transactions,  if  the  committee 
desires  it,  with  the  dates. 

Senator  Kern.  There  is  onlv  one  transaction  beside  this,  and  Mr. 
Wiehe  has  offered  to  furnish  tne  information  in  regard  to  Uiat 

Mr.  Wiehe.  That  is  all  that  I  know  about. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  At  any  time  that  the  committee  or  any  member  of 
it  desires  we  will  furnish  that  information. 

Senator  Kenton.  Have  you  sent  any  telegram  to  Mr.  Shields  ance 
you  have  been  here? 

Mr,  Wiehe.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  Or  any  word  of  any  kind? 

Mr,  Wiehe.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  Have  you  sent  him  any  word  of  any  kind  anee 
you  saw  him  in  Chicago? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  How  did  he  happen  to  come  to  Chicago?  Was 
it  at  your  instigation?  CooqIc 
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Mr.  WiEHB.  I  think  so. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Did  you  wire  him  to  come? 

Mr,  WiEHE.  I  think  I  did. 

Sen&tor  Kbnton.  And  you  only  saw  him  a  few  moments  in 
Chicago  ¥ 

Mr.  WiEHE.  That  is  all. 

Senator  Kenton,  Why  did  you  wire  him  to  come  to  Chicago? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  wanted  to  know  just  what  kind  a  trip  he  had. 

Senator  Kenyon.  What  kind  of  a  trip  where  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  He  made  tliis  trip  out  West. 

Senator  Kenyon.  When  had  he  made  that  trip  out  West? 

Mr.  WiifHE.  I  do  not  recollect  just  the  eSact  dates. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Had  you  not  seen  him  since  that  ? 

Mr,  WiEiiE,  About  10  aays  ago  is  the  only  time  I  had  seen  him. 

Senator  Kenyon.  You  had  not  seen  him  since  he  took  the  trip 
West  up  to  about  10  days  ago? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  You  had  had  letters  from  him.  however,  from 
the  West? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  I  think  so ;  yes. 

Senator  Kenyon,  And  had  had  affidavits  from  him  ? 

Mr,  Wieiie.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenyon,  What  further  did  you  want  to  talk  with  him 
about? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  just  wanted  to  talk  generally  with  him  about  his 
trip. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Why  did  you  not  spend  more  time  with  him 
after  you  got  him  to  Chicago? 

Mr.  Wiehe,  We  had  the  affidavits  and  we  had  all  the  information 
that  he  could  give  us,  so  far  as  the  affidavits  showed. 

Senator  Kenyon.  You  had  had  those  before  you  sent  for  him, 
had  you  not? 

Mr.  Wiehe,  Yes. 

Senator  Kenton.  Why  did  you  send  for  him,  if  they  gave  you  all 
the  information  necessary? 

Mr.  Wiehe,  I  sim^y  desired  to  talk  with  him. 

Senator  Kenyon.  To  talk  with  him  about  what? 

jV£r.  Wiehe.  About  the  people  he  had  seen. 

Senator  Kenyon.  ^Vhom  did  you  talk  with  him  about  when  you 
saw  him  in  Chicago? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  thint  we  talked  about  Frank  Gotch,  the  wrestler, 
and  his  manager;  and  another  man  that  was  connected  with  Gotch. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  talked  over  Gotch  and  his  wrestling! 

Mr,  Wiehe.  No;  I  did  not  say  that. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Did  you  talk  about  McGowan? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yea. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Had  he  sent  you  affidavite  from  McGowan  t 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Was  tiere  anything  further  you  wanted  from 
McGowan  except  what  was  contained  in  the  affidavits? 

Mr,  WiEHB.  No ;  I  simply  asked  him  if  he  had  difficulty  in  finding 
him  up  there. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Did  he  talk  with  you  about  Price? 

Mr,  WiEHi.  Yes. 
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Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  want  any  mon  infonnation  than  tibe 
affidavits  showed  about  Price  1 

Mr,  WiEHE,  No. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  talk  with  him  about  Cuseont 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No. 

Senator  Kenton.  Cusson  was  right  there,  was  he  not! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  did  not  have  to  talk  with  him  about  Cusson. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  did  not  talk  with  him  about  Cusson  at  allt 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No. 

Senator  Kenton.  Who  else  did  you  talk  with  him  about? 

Mr.  WiESE.  That  is  all;  just  those  people  that  made  that  Cana- 
dian trip. 

Senator  Kenton.  And  you  sent  for  him  to  come  how  far  to  talk 
about  those  things  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Well,  I  think  he  was  at  Superior. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  pay  his  expenses  to  Chicago? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  have  not  yet;  no,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  ofler  to  pay  them( 

Mr.  WiEHE,  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  he  ask  you  to  pay  them? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Not  yet;  he  has  not. 

Senator  Kenton.  Do  you  expect  to  pay  them? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do ;  whenever  he  presents  his  bilL 

Senator  Kenton.  You  expect  hmi  to  present  a  bill,  do  you? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Have  you  a  copy  of  the  message  that  you  soit 
to  him  asking  him  to  come  to  Chicago? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  think  so. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Have  you  got  it  with  you  ? 

Mr.  WizHE.  Ko,  air. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Will  you  produce  it? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenyon.  How  long,  altogether,  did  you  talk  with  him  at 
Ohicago? 

Mr.  W^iEBS.  About  15  or  20  minutes. 

Senator  Kenyon.  And  yon  talked  about  Gotch,  and  you  talked 
about  the  Canadians? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes ;  Gotch  was  on  the  train  that  night 

Senator  Kenton.  Was  that  on  the  street  or  in  somebody's  office? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I  may  have  talked  with  him  downstairs;  and  partly 
upstairs. 

Senator  Kenyon.  I  am  not  asking  what  you  may  have  done;  but 
what  did  you  do? 

Mr.  WiEHE,  I  am  fiiving  the  best  of  my  recollection. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Did  you  talk  with  him  downstairs  on  the  street, 
or  iy)stairs  in  some  one's  office? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  think  I  did  talk  to  him  for  a  minute  or  two  down  in 
the  rotunda  of  the  Commercial  Bank  Building. 

Senator  Kenton.  And  then  you  went  upstairs  with  him? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yea 

Senator  Kbnton.  To  whose  office? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  To  the  office  of  Herrick,  Allen  &  Martin. 

Senator  Kenton.  How  long  did  you  talk  with  him  there  I 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Probably  16  or  20  minutes. 


iiyGoO^lc 


%^^  ^*****'8ES^B  TB01£  lUJNOIS.  1726 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  would  not  attempt  to  say  that.  That  is  just  tiie 
substance  of  what  be  said. 

Mr.  M*io>T.g.  Did  be  tell  yon  vbat  tbe  governor  bad  told  him  I 

Mr.  Wuhx.  Tes;  he  said  tbe  goTemor  promiaed  to  see  the  Senator 
immediately. 

Mr.  MAimue.  IMd  he  say  the  governor  had  promised  to  support 
the  Senator! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Tea. 

Mr.  Makble.  Did  you  read  the  Chicago  papers  that  night? 

Mr.  WiEHE,  Ipresume  so.    I  read  them  every  nicht 

Mr.  Mabble.  Did  you  read  tbe  Chicago  papers  tae  next  morning  t   . 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  did ;  yee. 

Mr.  Mabbls.  Did  yoa  read  an  account  of  tbe  electiMi  at  S{»ing- 
aeldf 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Ipresume  I  did;  yee,  frir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  discover  on  reading  the  paper  that  the  gov- 
emor  had  not  supported  Senator  Lorimer? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No ;  I  do  not  recall  that  now. 

Mr.  Mabbi^.  Did  that  escape  you,  if  it  was  in  the  papere? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  It  might  have;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Well,  did  it? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Well,  I  do  not  recall  the  particular  incident. 

Mr.  MABBI.E.  Whrai  did  it  first  come  to  your  attention  that  tlw 
governor  had  not  supported  Senator  Lorimer? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Well,  I  do  not  know  just  when  that  came  to  my  at- 
tention. I  heard  it  sometime,  that  tbe  governor  had  called  in  certain 
senators  and  asked  them  to  sapport  S^ator  Lorimer  and  then  later 
had  called  them  in  and  did  not  want  them  to  support  him ;  but  jial 
where  I  heard  that  or  when  I  could  not  say. 

Mr.  Makble.  Didn't  you  read  in  the  morning  papers  the  next 
morning  that  the  governor  bad  done  his  best  on  the  day  of  the  elec- 
tion to  prevent  the  election  of  Senator  Lorimer  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  recollect  reading  that. 

Mr.  Marble.  Then  after  you  had  your  luncheon  at  the  club  you 
say  you  went  down  to  the  lounging  room? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Tee. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  long  did  you  stay  there! 

Mr.  WiBBE.  Oh,  I  do  not  know  jnst  bow  long  we  stayed  there.  We 
went  down  there  and  read  the  newspapers  a  little  while,  and  then 
Mr.  Hines  went  to  the  telephone,  and  I  went  with  him. 

Mr.  Mabblx.  Do  you  remember  meeting  anyone  down  there  ul 
the  lounging  rooomt 

Mr.  WiEHE.  There  were  a  number  of  petite  tiiere;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  remember  discussing  the  Senatorship  with 
any  of  tl^eni? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  think  I  did ;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  remember  whom  yon  nwtl 

Mr.  WiEHB.  No ;  I  do  not  distinctly. 

Mr.  Mabble,  You  do  not  recall? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  think  I  know  some  people  who  were  there,  but  I 
don't  know  as  I  met  them  and  talked  with  them. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Whom  do  you  recall  as  being  there? 
101188— Ft  ft-ll 8 
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Mr.  WiEHE.  Well,  I  think  I  saw  Barney  Eckart  there  for  one 
man. 

Mr.  Mahbue.  That  is  Mr.  B.  A.  Bckert? 
'    Mr.  WiEUB.  B.  A.  Eckert;  yes.    I  think  I  saw  hi  in'  in  the  club. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Who  else! 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Oh,  I  would  not  attempt  to  state  what  people  I  saw 
there ;  but  I  think  he  was  there. 

Mr.  Marble.  When  Mr.  Hines  went  to  the  telephone  were  you  at 
his  side  while  he  telephoned  f 

Mr.  WiEHz.  I  was  just  outside  of  the  booth. 

Mr.  Marblb.  Was  the  door  open! 

Mr.  WizHB.  I  think  not 

Mr.  Maiukm  Bid  you  hear  what  he  was  saying  I 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I  did  not 

Mr.  Mabbu.  Tou  waited  outside  until  he  came  out  and  reported 
to  you'j 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yea,  sir. 

Mr.  MabbIiE.  You  are  quite  sure  you  went  with  him  f 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Very  sure. 

Mr.  Mabblb.  Why  did  you  go  with  him  if  you  could  not  hear 
what  he  was  sa^ngt 

Mr.  WiBHB.  Well,  he  went  to  the  booth,  and  I  went  with  him.  I 
do  not  know  why  I  went  with  him,  but  I  just  went  with  him. 

Mr.  Mabblx.  How  long  was  he  in  that  telephone  booth  the  firet 
timet 

Mr.  WiBUB.  Oh,  I  do  not  think  over  a  minute  or  two. 

Mr.  Mabbu.  They  must  have  very  good  telephone  service  in  Chi- 

Mr.  WrsHB.  Well,  we  have  pretty  good  service  there.  I  think  our 
telephone  company  aims  to  give  us  the  best  service  that  can  be  had. 

Mr.  Mabblb,  You  think  ne  called  up  and  got  the  party  he  was 
calling  for  and  had  his  talk  and  came  out  in  a  minute  or  two? 

Mr.  WiBHB.  It  may  have  been  three  minutes. 

Mr.  Mabblb.  What  did  he  tell  you  when  he  cune  out  of  the  booth 
the  first  timef 

Mr.  Wibhb.  I  think  he  said  he  was  unable  to  get  the  party  he  was 
trying  to  get 

Mr.  Mabbui.  Unable  to  get  what  party! 

Mr.  WiBHB.  The  Associated  Press. 

Mr.  Mabblb.  Did  he  tell  you  he  was  unable  to  get  the  Associated 
Pr«ss? 

Mr.  WiBHB.  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Mabble.  That  is  your  memory?  I 

Mr:  Wibhb.  Yes :  tiiat  is  my  memory  abont  it 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  he  tell  you  he  tried  to  call  anyone  else! 

Mr.  WiEHB.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Did  he  tell  you  why  he  was  trying  to  get  the  As- 
sociated Press? 

Mr.  Wibhb.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  He  told  you  he  wanted  news  of  the  election  f 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes.  j 

Mr.  Marbix.  Is  that  it? 

Mr,  WrEHB.  That  is  what  we  were  interested  in  at  the  time. 

Mr.  Mabblb.  How  long  was  it  before  he  went  back  to  the  tele- 
phone booth  the  second  time  ? 
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[r.  WiEHE.  Ohj  I  should  think  five  minutes. 

tr.  Marble.  Did  you  spend  that  time  out  in  the  lounging  room! 

[r.  WiEHB.  Yes. 

[r.  Mahble.  You  went  with  him  the  second  time! 

[r.  Wiehe.  Yes. 

[r.  Mabble.  How  long  was  he  in  the  telephone  booth  that  timet 

[r,  Wiehe.  Oh,  he  may  have  been  there  two  or  three  or  four 

atoB. 

I.  Masble.  a  short  time  t 

T.  Wiehe.  Yes,  sir. 

r.  Marble.  Could  you  hear  what  was  said  on  that  occasion! 

r.  WiBHE.  No,  sir. 

r.  Marble.  When  he  came  out  what  did  he  say ! 

r.  Wiehe.  He  said  he  had  just  talked  with  the  Associat«d 

s,  and  that  Mr.  Lorimer  had  been  elected  Senator. 

r.  Marble.  What  was  his  manner  as  he  told  you  that! 

r.  Wiehe.  He  semed  pretty  well  pleased  about  it. 

r.  Marble.  More  pleased  than   he   ordinarily  is  over  small 

ers! 

r.  "Wiehe.  Yes;  I  should  think  so;  yes,  sir. 

r.  Marble.  It  seemed  an  important  matter  and  one  which  pleased 

very  much! 

*.  Wiehe.  I  was  very  much  pleased  myself;  a  good  deal  more 

I  have  been  on  a  good  many  matters. 

•.  Marble.  Then  where  do  you  say  you  went!    Were  you  walk- 
ilong  as  he  told  jou  about  this! 
■.  Wiehe.  Yes,  sir. 

.  Marble.  Which  way  were  yoii  walking! 
.  Wdehe,  We  were  walking  toward  the  north. 
.  Marble.  Toward  the  Jac^stm  Street  entrance! 
.  Wiehe.  The  Jackson  Street  entrance  of  the  club. 
.  Marble.  Just  where  did  you  sav  you  met  Mr,  Hettler! 

Wiehe.  About  the  middle  of  the  cigar  stand  in  the  passage- 
^oing  out. 

Marble.  How  far  frwn  the  cigar  stand! 

WtEHE.  Oh,  I  should  think  3  or  4  feet.     It  was  about  the 
e  of  the  cigar  stand.     I  do  not  know  exactly  how  wide  that 

is  there,  between  the  cigar  stand  and  the  httle  shelf  on  the 
tte  side. 

Marble.  You  are  quite  sure  you  did  not  get  back  to  the  wash- 
and  let  Mr.  Hines  walk  out  in  that  direction  alone ! 

WiBHB.  Yes;  I  am  very  positive. 

Marble.  You  are  very  clear  in  your  memory  on  that! 

WiBHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Marble.  That  you  were  with  him! 

WmiTE.  Yes,  sir. 

Mahble.  Did  Mr.  Hettler  say  anything  to  you ! 

WiEHK.  He  did  not. 

Marble.  Are  you  unfriendly  with  Mr.  Hettler! 

WiEHB.  Well,  I  am  not  verv  friendly  to  him;  no,  sir. 

Marbxje.  Were  you  on  speaking  terms  at  that  time! 

VViEHB.  Oh,  yes;  we  have  always  been  on  speaking  terms. 

Marbul  He  did  not  speak  to  you ! 

WiBHB.  He  may  have  said,  "How  do  you  do!"  to  me,  but  I 

conversation  with  him. 
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Mr.  Mabbis.  He  did  not  a^  joa  irhj  you  "vrexe  looking  pleasedt 

Mr.  WtBHx.  Ko,  sir. 

Mr.  Mahbu.  He  did  ask  Mr.  Hinee  why  he  was  locAiiig  plesaedt 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mabblb.  Did  you  say  anything  to  the  cigar  boy  at  the  timet 

Mr.  WisHS.  No ;  I  had  no  occasion  to  talk  to  the  cigar  boy. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  Mr.  Hinest 

Mr.  WizEX. .  JSoj  sir. 

Mr.  Marblb.  Did  Mr.  Hettler  while  you  were  there  t 

Mr.  WnHii.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Mabblb.  How  long  do  you  say  yon  atood  there  talking  to  Ur. 
Hettder? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  It  was  not  over  two  or  three  minutes,  just  long  enou^ 
to  have  this  little  chst~  and  then  we  went  on. 

Mr.  Mabblk.  And  then  where  did  you  go! 

Mr.  WiEHB,  I  went  back  to  the  lumberyard- 
Mr.  Marble.  Where  did  you  and  Mr.  Hines  go  as  yon  left  Mr. 
HetUert 

Mr.  WiEHE.  We  went  out  of  the  club.  I  walked  east,  and  be 
walked  with  me  to  Dearborn  Street,  and  I  got  a  car  there,  and  he 
went  on  somewhere  else.    I  do  not  know  were  he  went 

Mr.  Marble.  He  did  not  tell  you! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Noj  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  see  him  again  that  afternoon? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Mr.  Marbis.  Did  you  communicate  with  him  again  that  afte:- 
nooD! 

Mr,  WiEHii.  I  do  not  know ;  I  mar  have.  He  generally  calis  up 
on  the  telephone  a  number  of  times  rnirins  the  day  when  he  is  awif 
from  the  office,  and  I  presume  I  talked  to  nim. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  walked  east  to  Dearborn  Street! 

Mr.  Wiehi.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Which  direction  would  the  car  be  going  that  you 
would  take! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  The  car  would  be  going  north. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  then  you  left  nim  on  the  north  side  of  DearfaoiB 
Street f 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Ko ;  I  left  him  on  the  south  side  of  Dearborn  Street 

Mr.  Marble.  You  do  not  know  where  he  went  from  thcirel 

Mr.  Wiehk.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  see  him  after  you  got  on  the  car!  I 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Or  the  way  he  was  going  at  all! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No. 

Senator  Jones.  As  I  understood  you,  you  stood  right  alon^^ 
of  Mr,  Hines  while  this  conversation  occurred  with  Mr.  Hettler! 

Mr.  WiEHB,  I  was  right  by  his  side. 

Senator  Jones.  All  the  time ! 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  su^;e«t  that  we  adjourn  >' 
this  time,  as  it  is  S5  minutes  after  5. 

The  Chairman.  Very  well. 

(Whereupon,  at  5  o'clock  and  25  ininut«B  p.  m.,  the  committee  i<i' 
joomed  until  to-morrow,  Friday,  July  21,  1911,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m-) 
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FBIDAT,  JUI.T  21,  IBll. 

Sbkatb  Office  Building, 

Washington,  D.  C. 
The  ccnnmittee  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

i'resent:  Senators  Dillingliam  (cbairman),  Jones,  Kenyon,  John- 
n,  Fletcher,  and  Kem. 

^resent,  also;  Mr,  John  H.  Marble,  Mr.  John  G.  Healy,  Mr.  Wil- 
li J.  Hynes,  Mr.  Glbridge  Hanecy,  and  Mr.  Edgar  Farrar. 
■Ir.  Marble.  Shall, I  proceed,  Mr.  Chairman! 
!'he  Chairman.  Yes. 

lESmCOFY  or  C.  F.  WIEHE— SMVued. 

Ir.  Marble.  Mr.  Wiehe,  you  are  a  very  busy  man  in  Chicago! 

Ir.  Wiehe.  I  should  think  so;  yes. 

Ir.  Marbul  lATge  affairs  are  iiitirustad  to  your  direction  t 

fr,  Wiehe.  Yes,  sir. 

fr.  Marble.  About  what  is  the  total  business  per  mc»th  orer 

eh  you  have  supervision  1 

fr.  Wiehe.  Ob,  I  do  not  know.    We  handle  about  100,000,000 

'  of  lumbar  a  year.    I  ^ould  think  that  involves  two  or  three 

tion  dollars,  perhaps  more  than  that. 

fr.  Marble.  That  menus  that  you  pay  out  perhaps  m<H%  than 

■00,000,  and  receive  something  in  excess  of  that  amount? 

[r.  WiEHB.  I  should  think  so ;  yes,  sir. 

[r.  Mabb^^  So  that  if  you  ^ere  to  add  your^  disbursuneoitB  to 

r  collections  you  handle  from  four  to  six  million  dollars'  worth 

umber  a  year! 

[r.  WnBHB.  I  should  think  so;  yee. 

'x.  Mabels.  And  the  transactions  are  many  of  them  large ! 

T.  WiBHS.  Yes. 

X.  Mabblk.  And  the  competition  is  somewhat  close,  so  that  it 

dres  careful  attention  on  your  partt 

r.  WiBHB.  I  shoiUd  think  so ;  yes. 

r.  Mabblb.  You  have  assistants,  of  course,  to  whom  you  commit 

iportant  matters  1 

r.  WiEHB.  Yes. 

r.  Mabblb.  Matters  that  you  would  like  to  attend  to  yourself,  if 

had  the  timet 

r.  WtBHB.  Yes. 

r.  Marble.  Every  man  has  that  experience,  and  it  is  yours! 

r.  WsEHB.  When  our  business  was  smaller  I  did  attend  to  them 

df ,  perscoially. 

r.  Marble.  .Ajid  it  is  with  something  of  reluctance  that  you  see 

ers  slipping  out  of  your  bands  because  you  have  not  the  time  to 

<d  to  them,  and  have  to  intrust  them  to  others! 

•.  WiEHB.  Yes. 

■.  Marblb.  How  long  has  that  been  sot 

-.  WiKHB.  I  should  wink  the  last  four  or  five  years. 

-.  Marbia  It  was  so  in  1908! 

■.  WmHB.  Yes. 

■.  Mabblb.  And  1909! 

-.  WiBHS.  Yea. 
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Mr.  Masblb.  And  19101 

Mr.  WiEifsi.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  On  the  occasion  of  this  call  by  jou  that  ni^t  at  the 
Grand  Pacific  Hotel,  to  see  Mr.  Cook  and  Mr.  CBrien,  can  you  re- 
call substantially  the  words  used  by  Mr.  Hines  in  talking  to  you! 

Mr.  WiEiiE.  I  can  give  you  the  gist  of  it. 

Mr.  Marble.  As  nearly  as  you  can. 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  He  told  me  to  go  down  to  see  Mr.  Cook  and  Mr. 
O'Brien,  and  said  the  grand  jury  was  in  session,  and  that  they  wen 
to  be  subpcenaed,  and  asked  me  to  tell  them  to  keep  out  of  the  way 
until  the  matter  was  over. 

Mr.  Mabble.  How  did  you  say  that  you  came  to  get  into  communi- 
cation with  him  that  night  (  You  returned  from  the  theater  and 
what  was  told  you  then ! 

Mr.  WiBHE.  I  was  told  that  he  wanted  to  talk  to  me,  and  I  called 
him  up  on  the  telephcme. 

Mr.  Masbiue.  Do  you  remember  who  spc^  to  you  about  his  want- 
ing to  telephone  to  you,  and  what  was  saidl 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  know  jugt  who  spoke  to  me.  Either  my  son 
or  my  sister-in-law. 

iSx.  Masbi£.  Were  you  told  what  time  he  had  called  for  youl 

Mr.  WreHK.  Yea  •  he  had  been  calling  for  me  earlier  in  the  evening. 

Mr.  Mabble.  He  had  called  several  times  1 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Did  they  tell  you  how  many  times! 

Mr.  WiBHii.  Well,  several  tmies. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Was  any  porti(m  of  his  message  related  to  yon  hj 
anybody  else  before  you  called  him  upf 

Sir.  WiEHE.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Then  you  went  to  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel! 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Were  you  told  by  Mr.  Hines  that  they  were  at  the 
Grand  Pacific  Hotel* 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Yes;  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Marble.  So  that  you  were  not  surprised  to  meet  th^n  tiiere! 

1&.  Wdshe.  Na 

Mr.  Marble.  Nor  either  one  of  them ! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No. 

&&.  Mabble.  Had  you  known  before  that  that  they  were  in  town! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No. 

Mr.  Mabble.  That  was  the  first  information  that  you  had  t 

Mr.  Wiehb.  On  that  night ;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  know,  now,  how  long  they  had  been  in  town! 

Mr.  Wiehb.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Marble.  Were  you  informed  by  them  that  night  t 

Mr.  Wiehb.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  Mabble.  What  was  the  first  thing  that  was  said  when  you  met 
them  in  the  rotunda  of  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel  t 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Mabble.  You  do  not  recall  t 

Mr.  WiBHB.  Na 

Mr.  Mabble.  Do  you  recall  who  spc^e  first  t 

Mr.  Wbihe.  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Marble.  Your  meeting  was  friendly! 


8BNAT0B  FBOH  ILUNOIS.  1781 

Mr.  WiBHB.  Yes;  they  were  sitting  down,  and  when  they  saw  me 
come  in  they  got  up  and  met  me. 

Mr.  Mabblx.  And  do  you  remember  the  manner  in  which  you  be- 
gBLJi  your  communication  to  them  of  the  message  from  Mr.  Hones! 

Mr.  WisHE.  The  manner! 

Mr.  Mahbi2.  The  way  in  which  you  opened  it.  What  did  yoa 
say  first,  if  you  remember! 

Mr.  WiEHi!.  I  do  not  remember  what  I  said  first 

Mr.  Ma  BUT  .a.  What  did  you  say  to  him,  substantially,  by  way  of 
tbe  delireiy  of  that  mesBaget 

Mr.  WiBHC.  I  told  them  that  Mr.  Hines  had  telephoned  me  and 
asked  me  to  come  down  there  and  see  them,  and  that  he  understood 
t^t  a<»ne  snbpcenas  had  been  issued  for  them.  They  said  yes;  they 
nndostood  somebody  was  lookine  for  thenu 

Mr.  M*^ffT-^.  State  substantially  the  communication  to  Mr.  Cook 
and  Mr.  O'Brien) 

Mr.  WiKHE.  I  told  them  that  Mr,  Hines  bad  telephoned  me  that 
he  had  got  information  that  they  were  to  be  subpoenaed  before  the 
grand  juiy,  and  that  he  desiied  them  to  keep  out  of  the  way  nntil 
via  matter  had  blown  over,  liiis  White  story  had  been  published, 
and  I  t^ink  thore  was  some  grand-jury  investigation  of  that. 

Mr.  Mj«ict.m.  Was  anything  said  as  to  what  testimony  they  mi^t 
give  if  they  were  called  i 

Mr.  WisHS.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Maxbie.  Was  anything  said  to  yon  as  to  why  Mr.  Hinee  waa 
averse  to  having  them  appear  Mf ore  tas  grand  jury  t 

Mr.  WiiHB.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Mabbui.  Waa  anvthing  said  as  to  Co<^*s  having  related  tlu 
conversation  over  the  telephone  t 

Mr,  WiEHB.  Weil,  I  think  Cook  was  a  kind  of  a  loose  talker 

Mr.  Mabblk.  But  I  mean  in  this  ccnnmunicatioD  to  themf 

Mr.  WnsE.  I  think  he  had  been  doing  some  talking  around, 

Mr.  Mabbcb.  I  know ;  but  was  anytiiing  said  to  Cook  and  O'Brien 
that  ni^tt 

Mr.  WrBHB.  I  do  not  recollect.  I  do  not  know  whether  there  was 
or  not. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Did  you  say  to  Cook  that  you  or  Hines  had  heard 
that  he  had  been  relaUng  tnat  conversation? 

Mr.  WiBHx.  I  may  have  said  that.  I  would  not  be  positive  about 
it. 

Mr.  Mabblb.  Did  Mr.  Hines  tell  you  over  the  telephone  that  Mr. 
Cook  had  been  relating  the  conversation? 

Mr.  WiBHB.  He  might  have  said  so. 

Mr.  Mahblb.  Do  you  recall  it? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Mabble.  And  you  do  not  recall  that  you  said  that  to  Mr.  Cook 
or  to  Mr.  O'Brien? 

Mr.  WraHE.  I  do  not;  no. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Do  you  recall  that  the  conversation  over  the  tele- 
phone was  at  all  discussed  that  night  between  you  and  Mr.  Cook  and 
Mr.  O'Brien,  or  either  of  themf 

Mr.  WiEBS.  Over  the  telephone? 

Mr.  Mabble.  The  conversation  over  the  telephone  in  Mr. 
room,  on  the  day  of  the  election  of  Senator? 
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Mr.  WiEHi:.  I  do  not  think  so^  do. 

Mr.  Marble.  Your  impression  is  that  that  was  not  discussed  i 

Mr.  WiEUE.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  Mabmj!.  Did  70U  know  when  ;ou  wmt  there  that  night  tL« 
the  conversation  over  the  telephone  was  the  thing  that  was  giviLj 
Mr.  Hines  concern? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  think  so  j  yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  had  it  in  your  mind  that  it  was  that  ? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marbiji.  Did  you  take  it  up  with  them  at  all,  to  see  how  tbti 
lemembered  the  conversation  t 

Mr.  WniHB.  No^  I  did  not 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  tell  them  that  there  was  nothing  in  thi: 
conversation  that  any  man  need  be  averse  to  having  publiased  i 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  think  I  did.  I  do  not  think  I  discussed  : 
with  them  at  all. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  you  were  friendly  with  them  at  that  time  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE,  I  simply  delivered  the  meaBage  that  Mr.  Hines  toli 
me  to  deliver,  and  then  left  thwn. 

Mr.  Marbu.  You  did  discuss  some  other  thing,  did  you  not  I 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Not  to  any  extent;  no,  sir.  I  was  there  only  a,  ie^ 
minutes;  just  long  enou^  to  tall  them  that  and  get  away. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  mention  Senator  Lorimer  in  that  oonver 
sation! 

Mr.  WiBHE.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Mr.  MabbL£.  In  any  way  t 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  Marbuc.  Did  you  mention  Charles  A.  White) 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  do  think  you  mentimed  Mr.  Hines  in  tbat  ood- 
versation  ? 

Mr.  WiEBX.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  that  he  had  telephoned  yon ! 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Yes. 
-  Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  mention  Mr.  Harper  I 

Mr.  WniHB.  I  do  not  believe  I  did. 

Mr.  Mabbix.  Or  Mr.  Cusson ! 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I  do  not  think  so. 
:  Mr.  Masblb.  Or  anybody  other  than  Mr.  Hinee! 

Mr.  WiBHE.  I  do  not  think  so. 
■  Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  have  Mr.  Harper  or  Mr.  Gusaon  in  your 
mind  at  that  time  in  any  way? 

Mr.  WiEHE,  I  do  not  know  whether  I  had  them  in  mind  or  not 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  Mr.  Hines  telephone  yon  that  he  had  reoeived 
word  from  Mr.  Harper  or  Mr.  Cusson  ( 

Mr.  WisSE.  He  said  somebody  telephoned  him  from  Dulath.  I 
do  not  recollect,  now,  who  he  said. 

Mr.  Mabbu^  You  are  sure  he  said  from  Doluth! 

Mr.  WiRHE.  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Marble.  Are  you  sure  abont  that? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  That  is  the  best  of  my  recollection. 

Mr.  Mabbi£.  That  is  the  best  recollection  you  have? 

Mr.  Wnmi.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mabble.  You  say  that  you  might  have  said  set  tiiat  time  tbit 
Mr.  Hines  talks  too  much? 
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Mr.  WiEHz.  I  ma;  have  said  it. 

Mr.  Mabbub.  Why  might  you  have  said  so?  What  leads  you  to 
Bay  9ot 

Mr.  Wuhz.  I  felt  this  way:  That  Mr.  Hines  evidently  beli«Ted 
that  be  had  considerable  effect  in  the  eleciion  of  Mr.  Lonmer;  that 
if  he  said  that  continuously  he  would  get  every  enemy  of  Mr.  Lori* 
mcr  srfter  him  and  they  would  keep  after  him.  And  my  idea  of  that 
has  been  ri^t. 

Mr.  Mabbtj-  Your  idea,  then,  in  saying  that  was  that  Mr.  Hines  had 
so  repeatedly  claimed  that  he  had  been  a  large  element  in  electing 
Senator  Lonmer  that  you  feared  that  he  would  make  the  enemies  of 
Senator  Ixvinier  iia  enemies  alsof 

Mr.  WisHB.  I  do  not  know  that  I  thought  that  he  send  that  re- 
peatedly.   I  had  that  in  mind. 

Mr.  Mabblb.  You  had  in  mind  that  he  had  said  that  Niough  timea 
so  that  it  raised  that  fear  io  your  mind? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  had  in  mina  that  if  he  bad  said  that  repeatedly  that 
m^it  be  the  result. 

Mr.  MARBI.E.  Did  you  fear  that  he  had  said  it  enou^  times  t 

Mr.  WiBHE.  I  had  no  fears  about  it. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Did  you  think  that  he  had  said  itt 

Mr.  WixHE.  I  do  not  know  what  I  thoi^ht. 

Mr.  Mabblb.  Did  you  know  that  he  hadsaid  itf 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes.  I  knew  that  he  had  thought  that  his  calling  up 
of  Got.  Deneen  had  aided  largely  in  the  election  of  Mr.  Xx>rimer. 

Mr.  MA»m.«.  Jost  what  had  brought  that  knowledge  to  you  t  How 
did  Tougain  that  knowledge} 

Mr.  WmHxi.  How  did  I  gain  it? 

"Mr.  liT*iwtTJt-  Yes. 

Mr.  WmHB.  Frmn  the  talk  I  had  with  Mr.  Hines. 

Mr.  Mabblb.  How  many  talks? 

Mr.  WiBHB.  I  could  not  tell  vou. 

Mr.  Mabble.  More  than  ooeT 

Mr.  WiBHB.  I  could  not  say.  We  had  talked  a  good  many  times 
about  it  and  discussed  the  matter. 

Mr.  Mabblh.  On  one  of  those  occasions  tell  us  what  he  said — the 
words,  as  nearly  as  yon  can  remember. 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  could  not  tell  you  what  he  said.  I  would  not  attempt 
to  do  so. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  he  say  anything  of  that  sort  on  the  day  that 
Senator  Ixirimer  was  elected? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  recollect  that  he  did.  He  may  have  said 
BO.     I  would  not  say  that  he  did  or  did  not. 

Mr.  Mabblk.  Did  he  say  anything  of  that  sort  when  he  came  out  of 
the  telephone  booth  and  announced  that  Senator  Lorimer  had  been 
elected? 
'  Mr.  WiBHB.  No,  sir;  not  then. 

Mr.  Marble.  Ymi  are  sure  of  thatf 

Mr.  Wdshb.  Yes,  sir;  very  positive. 

Mr.  M*TiiiT.TL  When  did  he  first  speak  of  it,  then  ? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  I  could  not  say. 

Mr.  Mabblb.  On  that  same  day  t 

Mr.  WiEHB.  We  have  had  a  good  many  conversations. 

Mr.  Mftgftiji.  On  that  same  day  ? 
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Mr.  WiBHB.  I  would  not  say. 

Mr.  Mabbl£.  Did  he  say  tiiat  after  leaving  the  Union  League  Glubf 

Mr.  WiKHE.  I  would  not  say. 

Mr.  Mabbls.  You  are  not  sure  that  he  did  notf 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I  do  not  know.  He  may  have  said  so  co*  he  may  not. 
I  could  not  say.    I  could  not  remember. 

Mr.  Mabbu:.  Did  he  say  such  a  thing  inside  the  Union  League  Club 
after  leaving  Mr.  Hettler  ? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  No ;  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  Marble.  Are  you  sure  that  he  did  not? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I  am  pretty  positive  that  he  did  not. 

Mr.  Marble.  It  was  out  on  the  street,  if  be  said  it  at  allf 

Mr.  WiBHE,  I  do  not  think  he  mentioned  it  after  we  left  the 
building,  I  do  not  think  so.  He  may  have  said  it.  He  may  noL 
I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Marble.  But  you  have  heard  him  say  that  substantially  t 

Mr.  WiBHE.  We  have  had  so  many  talks  on  that  subject  that  I 
could  not  say. 

Mr.  Mabblb.  Can  you  not  recall  one  of  them  for  usi 

Mr.  WiBHB.  Ho ;  I  could  not.  We  have  had  a  good  many  talks  on 
the  sulnect. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Did  they  make  less  impression  upon  your  mind  than 
this  talk  with  Mr.  Hettler  1 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Less  impression  t 

Mr.  Marble.  Yes. 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Oh,  no.    We  talked  about  the  matter  generally. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  rememher  that  very  precisely  t 

Mr.  WiBHE.  I  certainly  da 

Mr.  Marble.  Why  can  you  not  remember  one  of  the  other  talks 
in  which  Mr.  Hines  expre^ed  his  helief  that  he  had  been  infiaential 
in  helpi^  to  elect  Senator  Lorimert 

Mr.  Wjehc  I  do  not  know  why  I  can  not  remember  it.  I  know 
that  such  talks  were  had,  but  just  what  they  were  I  can  not  say. 

Mr.  Mabble.  You  can  not  remember  the  time  or  the  place  or  the 
occasion  of  any  of  themf 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No ;  I  can  not. 

Mr.  Mabblb.  Do  you  remember  whether  any  one  else  was  present 
on  the  occasion  of  any  such  talkt 

Mr.  WiEHE.  There  ma;  have  been.  I  have  discassed  it  with  him 
a  good  many  times. 

Mr.  Marble.  Was  he  always  of  the  same  opinion  I 

Mr.  Wiehz.  Yes ;  I  think  he  is  of  that  opinion  now. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  it  occur  to  you  whoi  you  went  to  the  Orand 
Pacific  Hotel  to  speak  to  Mr.  Cook  and  Mr.  O'Brien  and  suggest  that 
they  keep  out  of  the  w^  of  a  subpoena  that  you  might  be  violating 
the  law  of  the  State  of  Illinois  1 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  did  not  give  it  any  thon^t  at  all.  Pu?8onally,  if  it 
had  been  my  affair  I  would  not  have  callra  there  at  aU. 

Mr.  Marble.  I  appreciate  that ;  but  did  it  not  occur  to  you  that,  if 
there  were  a  subpoena  out  for  them,  that  might  be  a  violation  of  the 
statute  of  the  State  of  Hlinois? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  did  not  eiv&  it  any  thought  at  all.  I  was  asked  to 
driver  the  messa^,  and  I  did  so. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  ever  do  anything  of  that  sort  befcnnt 
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Mr.  Wkhe,  Not  to  my  recollection. 

Ur.  Mabble.  Did  you  ever  advise  witnesses  to  keep  out  of  the  way 
of  sabpcenfts  before? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Not  to  my  recollection;  no,  mr. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Thftt  is  the  first  time  it  has  occurred  in  your  life, 
that  you  recall  1 

Mr.  WiKRE.  That  is  the  only  time  that  I  know  of  any  such  event 
Bs  that. 

Mr.  Mahble.  Did  you  know  at  that  time  that  it  was  a  criminal 
offense  to  advise  witnesses  to  avoid  subpcmast 

Mr.  WixHE.  I  do  not  know.    I  did  not  give  it  any  thought  at  all. 

Mr.  Mabbi^b.  Did  you  know  it  ? 

Mr.  WiKHB.  I  was  asked  to  go  and  deliver  the  message,  and  I 
did  so. 

Mr.  Mabblb.  Did  you  know  that  at  the  time? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  I  did  not  g^ve  it  a  thought. 

Mr.  MARBI.E.  You  did  not  give  it  a  thou^t  at  the  time,  but  had 
jou  that  knowledge  in  your  mind ! 

Mr.  WiSHE.  I  do  not  know  as  I  thought  about  it  at  all. 

Mr.  Marble.  Had  you  ever  been  advised  tlmt  it  was  not  lawful  to 
advise  witnesses  to  avoid  subxxsnas? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  think  so ;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  do  not  recall  t 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  never  had  any  occasion  to  be  advised  that  way. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  not  know,  as  an  independent  fact,  that 
after  a  court  issued  a  subpcena  for  a  witness  it  was  wrong  to  advise 
that  witness  to  leave  the  jurisdiction  of  the  court  f 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I  presume  that  is  a  fact. 

Senator  Kbsn.  You  knew  it  was  wrong,  did  you  notf 

Mr.  WntHE.  At  that  time  I  did  not  give  it  a  thought 

Senator  Kern.  Independently  of  any  law  1 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes;  I  did  not  give  it  a  thought  at  the  time.  I  was 
told  to  deliver  this  message,  and  I  did  so.  It  was  against  my  judg- 
ment to  say  anything  to  them. 

Senator  Kbrn.  Do  you  not  have  a  judgment  of  your  own,  inde- 
pendently, that  governs  your  action,  or  are  you  controlled  by  Mr. 
Hinest 

Mr.  WiEHE.  When  he  asked  me  to  do  something  like  that,  to  go 
down  and  deliver  a  message,  as  he  did  then,  I  did  so. 

Senator  Kern,  Right  along  t 

Mr.  WiEHE.  He  was  living  in  Evanston.  I  was  simply  the  mes- 
senger. 

Mr.  Marbi^  Did  you  report  the  results  of  that  visit  to  Mr.  Hines! 

Mr.  Wibhe.  Did  I  report  it  ? 

Mr.  Mabbus.  Ye& 

Mr.  WiKHE.  I  think  I  did,  the  next  day. 

Mr.  Masblb.  Did  you  call  him  up  that  night  after  you  got  hornet 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Do  you  know  whether  you  did  or  not  ? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Senator  Kern.  What  did  you  report  to  himf 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  simply  told  him  that  I  had  seen  them  and  told  them 
vhat  he  told  me  to  tell  them. 

Senator  Kebn.  Did  you  tell  him  that  they  had  got  otitt 
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Mr.  WnHE.  No;  I  did  not  ask  them  to  get  out. 

Senator  Kebn.  Did  you  communicate  to  Mr.  Hines  the  next  da; 
what  they  bad  told  yout 

Mr.  WixHE.  I  think,  gener&Uy,  yes ;  the  talk  we  had  had. 

Senator  Keen.  What  was  it  you  told  him  they  bad  told  you  1 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  told  him  that  I  had  told  them  what  he  UAd  me  to 
tell  them,  and  that  they  kind  of  laughed  ahout  it. 

Senator  Ejbhn.  Did  ne  not  ask  you  then  whether  they  had  gone  or 
not  or  whether  they  were  still  in  town  i 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No;  he  did  not  Because  I  did  not  know  wbetber 
thw  were  or  not 

Senator  ECern.  I  know ;  but  did  he  not  ask  you ! 

Mr.  WiEHB.  No ;  he  did  not  ask  me ;  because  there  was  no  oco«a<Hi 
to  ask  me  that. 

Senator  Kehn.  He  was  concerned  eooueh  about  it  to  call  you  «p  in 
the  night  and  ask  you  to  go  down,  at  halt  past  11  o'clock  at  ni^ht,  to 
ask  these  men  to  keep  out  of  the  way  of  a  subpoena,  and  then  the  next 
day,  when  you  reported  to  him,  he  did  not  inquire  of  you  with  refer- 
ence to  that  or  anything  further  about  it  i 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Tes ;  he  talked  to  me  about  my  visit  there,  aAed  me 
if  I  had  seen  them  and  told  them  that,  and  I  told  him  I  bad. 

Senator  Kebn.  And  he  made  no  inquiry  as  to  whether  tb«y  were 
still  in  town  or  whether  th^  were  goinx  to  avoid  subpcena  or  not  I 

Mr.  WiEBE.  I  do  not  know,  because  wey  did  not  toil  me  what  they 
were  going  to  do,  at  that  hour  of  the  night.  That  hour  of  the  nicfat 
just  happened  to  be  a  circumstance.  There  has  been  a  good  deal  of 
stress  laid  on  that  in  the  Helm  committee  report,  but  that  is  a  men 
circumstance. 

Senator  Kekn.  The  fact  is,  that  you  went  at  half  past  11  o'clock 
at  night? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Oh,  yes;  but  if  I  had  been  home  at  9  o'clock  I  prob- 
ably would  have  gone  at  9  o'clock. 

Senator  Kern.  But  when  you  called  him  up  at  his  home  after  yoa 
returned  from  the  theater  he  then  asked  you  to  go  on  down  there! 

Mr,  Wiehe.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  live  on  the  south  side  1 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  live  an  the  same  street  that  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel 
is  located  on. 

Mr.  Marbu;.  On  the  west  side,  then  ? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  About  a  mile  and  a  quarter  from  the  hotel. 

Mr.  Mabble.  About  a  mile  and  a  quarter  t 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Or  perhaps  a  mile  and  three-quarters  west  of  that 

Mr.  Mabble.  About  a  mile  and  three-quarters! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  It  may  be  that;  I  think  about  that  It  may  be  a  mile 
and  a  half.    I  do  not  know  exactly  what  the  distance  ia. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Wiehe 

Mr.  Marble.  How  could — pardon  me,  Mr.  Chainuan.  I  did  not 
mean  to  interrupt. 

The  Chairman.  And  I  did  not  mean  to  interrupt  you.  It  occurred 
to  me  to  inquire  of  Mr.  Wiehe,  but  perhaps  counsel  can  state,  vbctho^ 
or  not  any  subpcenas  had  been  issued. 

Mr.  Fabrar.  No;  that  appears  already — that  there  were  not  I 
think  there  were  no  subpoenas  out.    There  were  never  any  IssoetL 
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Mr.  MA»iff.».  I  do  not  recall  that  we  hare  had  anyone  on  the  stand 
-who  baa  testified  to  that.    Mr.  Cook  says  no  sobpcena  was  served  on 

Mr.  Hyms.  And  they  remained  there. 

Mr.  Fabbas.  And  they  never  appeared  before  any  grand  jury  in 
Ok^  County  or  any  other  in  that  litigation  or  those  prosecutions. 

Senator  I^aur.  Mr.  Hints  tho>u|^t  that  there  were  subpcBnas  out 
tor  them. 

Mr.  WiEHB.  He  said  somebody  in  Duluth  advised  him  to  tiiat 
effect 

Senator  Kbhw.  That  there  were  sabpcenas  out  for  these  men* 

Mr.  WniHB.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marbu.  How  could  anytme  at  Duluth  have  had  any  knowledge 
regarding  the  issue  of  snl^xenas  in  the  city  of  Chicago? 

Mr.  WTBxa.  1  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Mabble.  How  could  they  have  pretended  to  have  had  knowl- 
edge! 

Mr.  WiKHE.  I  could  not  answer  that 

Mr.  Marbia  Did  Mr.  Hines  tell  you  in  that  conversation  what 
aothority  had  been  quoted  to  him  from  Duluth  for  that  statement? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  My  recollection  is  that  he  simply  said  somebody  at 
Duluth  had  telephoned. 

Mr.  Marble:  You  are  quite  sure  he  did  not  say  some  employee  of 
the  State's  attorney's  office  had  told  him! 

Mr.  WiBHE.  I  do  not  think  he  did. 

Mr,  Marble.  Are  you  sure  he  did  not? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  think  he  did. 

Mr.  Marble.  That  is  the  most  you  can  say  about  that  t 

Mr.  WiEHK  I  do  not  know  what  else  I  could  say. 

Mr.  Marble.  Are  you  sure  he  did  not  say  that! 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I  do  not  think  he  mantioned  it, 

Mr.  Marble.  You  are  sure  that  be  did  not  mention  Senator  Lari- 
mer as  his  informant! 

Mr.  WiEME,  Yes, 

Mr.  Marble.  You  are  sure  of  that! 

Mr.  WmHE.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Where  do  you  live  with  reference  to  Ashland  Boule- 
vard! 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Eight  or  ten  doors  east  of  Ashland  Boulevard. 

Mr.  Marble.  Eight  or  ten  doors  toward  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel! 

Mr.  Wibhb.  Tea. 

Mr,  Mabble.  From  Ashland  Boulevard ! 

Mr,  WiEHE.  Yes ;  on  Jackson  Boulevard. 

Mr.  Hanect.  The  section  line  is  at  State  Street 

Mr.  WtEHE.  Yes;  State  and  Halsted  is  a  mile;  Halsted  uid  Ash- 
land is  a  mile,  and  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel  is  at  Oark  Street 

Mr.  Marble.  So  from  your  house  to  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel  was 
2  miles,  less  two  city  blocks  and  8  or  10  doors,  the  distance  from  your 
house  to  Ashland  Boulevard ! 

Mr.  WiBHX.  Yes ;  I  should  think  about  a  mile  and  three-quartera, 
or  something  like  that. 

Mr.  Mabble,  How  did  you  get  from  your  house  to  the  Grand 
Pacific  Hotel  that  night! 

Mr,  WiEHE,  In  an  automobile. 
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Mr.  Marble.  Whose  automobile} 

Mr.  WiZHE.  My  own. 

Mr.  Mabbu.  One  that  you  owned  at  that  time? 

Mr.  WiBHB.  Yes. 

Mr.  SIabble.  What  make  was  it? 

Mr.  WiBHB.  A  Cadilac. 

Mr.  Marble.  Are  you  quite  sure  that  on  the  momiiifl;  of  the  26th 
of  May,  1909,  you  did  not  go  directly  to  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel 
from  tne  Union  Station  1 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  am  very  positive  of  it 

Mr.  Marble.  You  remember  perfectly,  do  you,  or  not! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes, 

Mr.  Marble.  And  you  did  get  off  at  the  comer  of  La  Salle  and 
Adams  or  Clark  and  Adams  and  left  the  automcJiile  there  ? 

Mr.  WiEBE.  My  recollection  is  that  I  got  off  at  La  Salle  and 
Adams. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  recollect  that  you  did  not  ride  to  the  bank! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  think  I  got  off  just  before  we  got  to  the  bank. 

Mr.  Marble.  The  bank  is  where  i 

"Mi.  Wiehe.  The  bank  was  at  La  Salle  and  Adams  at  that  time. 
It  is  now  at  Clark  and  Adams. 

Mr.  Marble.  If  you  rode  to  La  Salle  and  Adams,  theoi  you  rode  to 
the  bank,  did  you  not! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Not  necessarily. 

Mr.  Marble.  Across  the  street! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  got  off  at  the  comer.    I  did  not  go  to  the  bank. 

Mr.  Marble.  After  this  conversation  with  Mr.  Hettler,  did  it 
make  a  deep  impression  on  your  mind  at  the  time  of  the  conversa- 
tion: did  it  make  a  deep  impression  on  your  mind! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  It  was  not  a  deep  impression ;  no. 

Mr.  Marble.  A  casual  meeting! 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  think  about  it  many  times  afterwards! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Never  thought  about  it  until  he  testified  at  Spring- 
field. 

Mr,  Marble.  T^Tiat  recalled  it  to  your  mind  then  ? 

Mr.  WnsHE,  His  testimony. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  at  once  recalled  it  vividly! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yea. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  long  was  that  after  the  conversation! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  It  must  have  been  a  year  and  11  months,  I  think. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  had  not  discussed  it  until  that  time  t 

Mr.  Wiehe,  No. 

Mr.  Marble.  With  whom  did  you  first  discuss  it! 

Mr.  WrcHB.  I  think  with  Mr.  Hines. 

Mr.  Marble.  Who  suggested  it  first! 

Mr.  Wiehb.  I  did. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  remember  what  you  said  to  Mr.  Hines 
about  it! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes ;  I  told  him  I  thought  Mr.  Hettler  was  mistaken 
in  his  statement.  I  recollect  very  thoroughly  when  the  tariff  talk 
was  had.    It  was  had  a  week  or  two  before  that. 

Mr.  Marble,  You  do  remember  the  tariff  talk  with  Mr.  Hettler! 

Mr.  Wkhe.  Not  with  Mr.  Hettler.  That  was  at  the  Lumber 
Exchange. 
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Mr.  Mabbh.  !&.  Hettler  was  there ! 
Jfr.  Wuhe.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mabblx.  And  did  he  take  part  in  the  discussion  1 
Mr.  WiEHB.  Yes. 

Mr.  Ma&blb.  What  position  did  he  take? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  He  was  very  much  opposed  to  Mr.  Hinee's  poeitiOTi. 
Mr.  Mabble.  Mr.  Hines's  position  was  what,  briefly  i 
Mr.  WnsHE,  He  desired  the  tariff  retained  on  lumber. 
Mr.  Marble.  And  Mr.  Hettler  desired  it  removedf 
Mr,  WiBira.  He  desired  it  removed,    I  was  chairman  of  the  trade 
nmittee,  and  he  was  very  fearful  that  I  was  going  to  get  a  resolu- 
n  through  the  lumber  exchange  indorsing  that. 
Hr.  Mabble.  Was  the  question  of  free  logs  discussed  ? 
V[r.  WiBHE.  I  do  not  recall  whether  free  logs  were  discussed  or  not. 
u  can  not  get  free  logs  here.     They  do  not  permit  togs  to  come 
o  the  United  States  at  all. 

dr.  Mabble.  Did  Mr.  Hines  express  himself  at  that  time  as  being 
ling  to  have  lumber  on  the  free  list,  if  logs  also  w«^  permitted 
inter  free? 

At.  Wiehb.  He  may  have  done  that, 
fr.  Mabble.  That  was  his  position,  was  it  nott 
fr.  WizHE.  I  think  so. 

Ir.  Marble.  Was  that  discussed  with  Mr.  Hettler? 
fr.  WiBHE.  I  think  the  whole  subject  was  discussed, 
fr.  Mabble.  Then  the  question  of  free  logs  also  was  discossedt 
[p.  WiEHE.  I  could  not  relate  to  you  what  was  said. 
Tr.  Mabbu:.  Discussion  was  had.    The  matter  was  generally  dis- 
«d,  and  Mr.  Hettler  did  take  part  in  that  discussion  i 
[r.  Wdehe.  Tes. 

[r.  Mabble.  And  the  first  suggestion  to  your  mind  was  that  he 
remembering  the  discussion  at  that  meeting,  at  which  you  were 
rman. 

'.t.  WiEHE.  Yeg.    I  think  he  simply  got  his  dates  mixed, 
r.  Mabbi£.  But  as  to  the  position  taken  and  the  subject  matter, 
account  of  the  conversation  might  have  been  taken  from  the 
iission  ? 
r.  WiBHE.  I  think  so;  yes.    I  think  that  is  where  he  got  that 


r.  Marble.  That  was  a  public  meeting,  was  it? 

r.  WiBHB.  Yes;  there  were  quite  a  lew  people  there.    It  was 

I  public  meeting.    It  was  a  meeting  of  the  .exchange. 

[■-  Mabble.  Diayou  read  the  Record- Herald  editorial  of  Febru- 

15,  1911? 

•.  WiBHB.  No,  sir. 

•.  Marble.  Have  you  you  ever  read  it ! 

■.  Wi£HE.  I  think  I  have,  since  attention  was  called  to  it. 

■.  Marble.  Did  you  read  it  before  you  rfead  it  into  the  testimony 

'.  WiEHE.  Yes;  I  think  I  did  read  it.    I  do  not  know  whether 
s  before  the  testimony  here  or  not.    I  have  read  it,  though. 
.  Marble.  Do  you  remember  who  brought  it  to  your  attention? 
.  Webhe.  No  ;  I  do  not. 

.  Marble.  You  know  the  editorial  to  which  I  refer,  do  you  not; 
Id  which  mentioned  $100,(X>0? 
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Mr.  WiZHE.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mahbul  You  do  not  remember  who  broi^t  it  to  your  at- 
tention? 

Mr.  WiBHS.  No;  I  do  not.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  rei45  about 
the  tiling  in  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Kohisaat  or  Mr.  Fimk.  I  do  not 
recollect  just  how  I  got  it,  but  I  think  it  was  that  way. 

Mr.  Mabblb.  Tou  are  qnitA  sure  you  did  not  read  it  at  the  time  it 
was  published? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  No.  I  do  not  tate  tlie  Becord-Herald  excepting  on 
Sundays. 

Mr.  Marbis.  You  are  quite  sure  no  one  in  your  office,  or  at  ttu 
club  among  your  acquaintances,  drew  your  attention  to  it  at  the 
time? 

Mr.  WiBHS.  No;  I  never  heard  of  it  before. 

Mr.  Masblb.  And  that  you  did  not  draw  it  to  Ab-.  Hines's  atten- 
tion at  the  time? 

iSi.  WniHX.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  are  clear  as  to  that? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  testified  yesterday  r^arding  some  unpleasant- 
ness with  Mr.  Isham  Randolph,  the  engineer.  Did  that  extend  to 
Senator  Lorimer,  do  you  know  ? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  I  do  not  know  as  to  that.  Mr.  Lorimer  was  on  the 
other  side  of  the  fence.  I  never  heard  Senator  Lorimer  express 
himself  on  it 

Mr.  Marbls.  To  your  knowledge  was  there  any  unpleasantness 
between  Mr.  Kandolpb  and  Senator  Lorimer? 

Mr.  Wii:hs.  I  do  not  know  of  any. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  do  not  know  of  any! 

Mr.  WiKHB.  Not  of  my  own  knowledge;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Marblb.  The  prbpai;y  which  the  board  in  diarge  of  the 
waterways  had  bought,  and  then  had  allowed  to  remain  in  posaes- 
sion  of  the  seller,  was  not  property  of  the  International  Harvester 
Co.,  wail  it? 

Mr.  WiBKE.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  It  was  property  of  the  Pennsylvania  Co.,  wis  it  not! 

Mr.  WiBBR.  Yes,  air. 

Mr.  Marble.  A  railroad  company? 

Mr.  Wdshe.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marbu.  Was  it  near  the  Int«:natioDal  Harvester  Co.  head- 
quarters? 

Mr.  WiBHB.  No,  sir ;  nowhere  near  it ;  down  in  the  'heart  of  the 
city,  at  Adams  Street. 

Mr.  Marble.  So  far  as  you  know,  did  any  person  having  to  do 
with  any  matter  discussed  u  this  investigation  nave  anything  to  do 
with  that  property  ch*  that  transaction,  except  Mr.  Bandt^h  and 
Hr.  McCormicK  and  the  sanitaiy  board  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  thiqk  so ;  no. 

Mr.  MarbU!.  You  spoke  of  ^an^  that  had  been  made  in  that 
waterway  as  the  result  of  your  activities  and  those  associated  with 
TOU.  Have  any  changes  been  made  in  the  West  Branch  of  the  South 
Fork  of  the  river? 

Mr.  WiBHB.  The  west  fork  of  the  South  Brandit 

Mr.  Mabblb.  The  west  fork  of  the  Soutli  Branch.  "Bav^  any 
duuiges  been  made  in  that  ? 
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Mr.  Wbhb.  Xo:  tfae  ocJt  cm^r  imi  bk<  h^  sadi  it  thrt  col- 
lateral chaanel  pet  in  tfawe  ■ 

Mr.  Mawpj   Ii  b) 

Mr.  WiKHB.  No:  it  osett  i<:<  W  ^prvT«d.  bci  w  ha«*  mat  ban 
able  to  get  it  iminroTvd  t«c. 

Mr.  "M'^-T-  Wkn  VM  <p(ite  of  t^  iwH^la  <•!  «««r  artmtiaL  wm 
did  not  mean  that  aaj  nscJis  *;«::  iak«  jilaee  tbwel 

Mr.  WiKOE.  Ko:  not  on  xh^  w«b  fcrt. 

Mr.  M*Fi>ijt   Unles  ptosi'-ix  10  t^*.'— ■'m'-^  xhe  Mams  as  it  waal 

Mr.  WiZHx.  That  wa^  aJL    Wr  a:;vocai«vi  i»  improtvoHat  of  it. 

Mr.  M*"!**  How  QUU.T  Ttar?  ii*ve  t«3  bea  in  bostOMi  in  CU- 
caeot 

Mr.  WntHiL  Sian  1*79.  That  is.  waat  do  wa  Bwan— with 
myself 

Mr.  Maebix.  Toot  badnese  life  in  CLicagot 

Mr.  WiKBX.  Since  1*79. 

Mr.  Mahble.  Aiid  jou  bare  met  and  knovn  a  gnmt  many  proau- 
Jtent  bnsinesB  moi  in  that  time  i 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  M*KgiJt.  Hare  tou  leceived  xdt  conimamcations  finm  anvone 
who  claimed  to  have  anv  information  ra^rdine  a  jack  pot,  or  m- 
ruption  fond,  in  the  Forty  sixth  As^eaibly  of  the  Illmois  liegis- 
latnret 

Mr.  WiBHe.  Xo.  sir. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Xo  business  man  has  told  tou  that  be  was  ap- 
proached ! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  So.  sir. 

Mr.  Mabble.  <)r  solicited  to  pay  nKwey  tor  any  improper  purpoml 

Mr.  WiEHE.  X-o,  sir. 

Mr.  ilABBUS.  And  I  will  extend  that  now  to  ronr  entire  business 
life  in  Chicago.  Has  any  business  man  ever  told  too,  or  asy  man 
ever  told  you,  that  he  baa  knowledge  of  sndi  a  fond  t 

Mr.  WiBHE.  No,  ear. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Or  told  you  that  be  had  been  solicited  to  send  money 
into  such  a  fond  I 

Mr.  WiBHE.  No,  ar. 

Mr.  Mabbu.  Or  that  he  knew  of  monev  being  paid  for  such  a 
fund! 

Mr.  WixHE.  No,  ear. 

Mr.  Mabble.  No  such  information  has  come  to  you  ? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  There  is  nothing  you  can  refer  us  to  that  will  Mp 
us  to  develop  information  as  to  such  a  fund,  if  any  exists! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Nothing  except  the  Chicago  Tribune.  You  mi^^t 
get  a  lot  of  infonnation  out  of  them. 

Mr.  Mabbix.  We  are^iiig  to  try  that  later,  we  will  promise  jou. 

E»thi 


Now,  iust  what  was  it  Mr.  Hines  said  to  you  vhtin  he  aeked  you  (o 
take  the  message  to  Mr.  Funk } 
Mr.  WiEHz.  He  told  me  to  see  Mr.  Funk  and  tell  him  Hwn  was 


nothing  in  the  matter  that  Mr.  Funk  talked  to  him  aboitt- 
Mr.  Mabbij:-  He  told  you  to  see  him! 
Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes. 
Mr.  Mauhjc  I>id  he  tell  you  not  to  dead  anyone  bIw  ) 
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Mr.  WixuB,  Xoj  I  do  not  think  he  said  anythii^  ftbout  it. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  he  tell  you  not  to  telephone  to  Eim  about  it) 

Mr.  WisHE.  Noj  sir. 

Mr.  Maxbia  Did  he  tell  you  not  to  write  1 

Mr.  WiKHK.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marbiji.  Mow  far  is  it  from  your  office  to  the  International 
Harvester  Co.  ofiSce! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  should  think  a^couple  of  miles,  maybe  3  miles. 

Mr,  Masbub.  Three  miles  f 

Mr.  Wibhb.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marblk.  Is  it  not  4  miles. 

Mr,  WiKHE.  It  may  be.     It  is  easy  to  reckon  it 

Mr.  Marbus.  Did  j^ou  go  from  your  office  to  his  office  to  see  him  I 

Mr.  WiEHU.  Not  directfy;  no,  sir. 

Mr,  Mahblb.  Not  directly.  You  made  it  an  incident  in  a  down- 
tow  n  trip? 

Mr.  WiEHa.  Yea,  sir. 

Mr.  Makbu.  On  the  day  following  that  on  which  Mr.  Hines  spcke 
to  you? 

Mr.  WiHHB.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marblb.  You  were  busy  that  day,  I  presume? 

Mr.  WnHE.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marblb.  Just  what  was  it  that  Mr.  Hines  said  that  you  should 
say  to  Mr.  Funk? 

Mr.  WiBUZ.  He  told  me  to  see  Mr.  Funk  and  say  to  him  that  there 
was  nothing  in  the  matter  Mr.  Funk  talked  to  him  about. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  are  quite  sure  he  did  not  tell  you  to  see  Mr.  Funk 
and  tell  him  there  was  nothing  in  the  matter  he  had  talked  to  Mr. 
Funk  about? 

Mr.  WiEiiE.  T  CO  not  think  he  said  that;  no,  sir. 


Mr.  Marbi«.  Now,  which  is  your  memory? 
Mr.  WrBHB.  The  former  statement. 


Mr.  Mabblb.  You  paid  particular  attention  to  the  order  of  tlie 
words  in  that  statement? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Oh,  I  do  not  know  that  I  paid  particular  attention 
to  it.  That  is  the  substance  of  what  he  said.  It  may  not  be  his  exact 
words, 

Mr.  Marble.  You  are  sure  he  did  not  say  to  vou  to  tell  Mr.  Funk 
there  was  nothing  in  that  matter  "  we  were  talking  about "? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No ;  he  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  he  did  not  say  there  was  nothing  in  that  matter 
"I  was  talking  to  Funk  about"? 

Mr.  WiEHB,  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  are  sure  of  that? 

Mr.  WiESE.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Marble.  And  did  he  say,  "  There  was  nothing  in  that  matter 
Fnnk  was  talking  to  me  about**! 

Mr.  WiEHit,  Xes. 

Mr.  Marbt-e.  You  are  sure  of  that? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Yee. 

Mr,  Marble,  It  made  a  very  precise  impression  on  your  mind,  so 
that  you  can  recollect  it  in  that  way? 

Mr.  WixHE.  I  do  not  think  it  made  a  very  precise  impression. 

Mr,  Marble.  Did  he  tell  you  to  be  very  certain  to  see  him! 
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Mr.  WiMBK.  No;  he  sinqtlT  gave  me  the  meesage  mod  told  me  to 
see  him. 

Mr.  Mabwji  Why  did  too  go  ToatseU  instead  of  sending  some  of 
your  Biibordin>t«s  ( 

Mr.  WiKHE.  Because  he  UAd  me  to  go  and  see  him.  and  I  went  and 
saw  him. 

Mr.  M*»M-»  Ton  r^arded  that  as  a  direction  that  yoa  should  do 
it  yoaiself  f 

Mr.  Wuhb.  Yea,  ar. 

Mr.  Makmj.  Instead  of  ddegating  it  to  somebocH  elaef 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Did  you  consider  sending  anyone  elae  t 

Mr.  Wuhe.  No  ;  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  Mabbi*.  Did  yon  discuss  with  Mr.  Hinee  die  fact  that  some- 
body else  might  as  wdl  do  that  and  relieve  yon  of  the  workl 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No;  I  do  not  think  so.  He  was  leaving  towo  and  I 
met  him  at  the  depot.  I  do  not  think  there  was  much  discuasicn 
about  it. 

Senator  Kebn.  Yoo  finallv  did  telephone  him  the  message! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes. 

Senator  Kebn.  Now,  what  was  it  Mr.  Funk  said  to  you  on  that 
occasion} 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Mr.  Funk  said  he  was  very  sorry;  he  would  like  to 
see  Mr.  Hines;  wanted  to  know  where  he  could  see  him. 

Senator  Kebn.  Did  he  say  what  he  was  sorry  about! 

Mr.  WiEBE.  No:  that  is  all  be  said. 

Senator  Kebn.  What  was  it  you  said  to  Mr.  Funk  that  called 
forth  that  utterance  from  him  f 

Mr,  WiEHE.  The  statement  that  I  made. 

Senator  Kebn.  That  '^Mr.  Hines  says  there  is  nothing  in  the  mat- 
ter Uiatyou  were  talking  to  him  about,**  is  that  itt 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  air. 

S«iator  Kekn.  What  was  your  r^ly  to  Mr.  Funk  when  he  said 
that  he  would  like  to  see  Mr.  Hines! 

Mr.  Webhe.  I  told  him  that  Mr.  Hines  was  in  Washington,  and  I 
would  communicate  with  him  and  let  him  know. 

Senator  Kebn.  Did  he  say  what  he  was  sorry  about! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kebn.  He  said  he  was  sorry  when  you  told  him  that  Mr. 
Hines  had  told  you  to  tell  him  there  was  nothing  in  the  matter!  He. 
said  he  was  sorty! 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Sir! 

SenatOT  Kebn.  He  said  he  was  sorry  t 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Well,  he  wanted  to  know  where  he  could  meet  Mr. 
HJoes.  I  told  him  he  was  in  Washington,  and  he  said  he  was  sorry. 
He  said  he  was  sorry  he  could  not  see  him. 

Senator  Kebn.  That  was  in  response  to  your  statement  as  to  what 
Mr.  Hinee  had  told  you  to  tell  him ! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No ;  I  think  it  wasprobably  in  response  to  my  state- 
ment that  Mr.  Hines  was  not  in  Chicago. 

Senator  Kebn.  You  told  him  that  Mr.  Hines  was  not  present  in 
the  city! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yea. 
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Senator  Kbkn.  I  wish  you  would  juat  give  us  Ukat  telephone  con- 
versation. 
Mr.  WiBHK.  In  substance,  it  is  as  I  have  giToa  it. 
Senator  Keiw.  Just  give  it  again.    Tell  us  what  you  told  Mr. 
Funk  over  the  telephone. 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I  tola  Mr.  P'unk  that  Mr.  Hinee  had  asked  ma  to  call 
him  up  and  sav  to  him  that  there  was  nothing  in  tlie  matter  that  he 
had  talked  witD  Mr.  Hines  about,  and  then  he  wanted  to  know  where 
he  could  see  Mr.  Hines.  I  said,  *'  Mr.  Hinee  is  out  of  the  city,"  and 
he  said  he  was  somr  be  could  not  see  him. 

Senator  KmtN.  Th^i,  his  statement  that  he  was  sorry  was  after 
you  had  told  him  Mr.  Hines  was  out  of  Uie  cityl 
Mr.  WiBHE.  Yes. 

Senator  Kxsn.  And  that  he  wanted  to  see  him  ( 
Mr.  WiBHB.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mabbue.  Bid  he  tell  you  what  be  wanted  to  see  him  about  t 
Mr.  WiEHE.  No ;  I  do  not  know  what  he  wanted  to  see  him  about 
Mr.  Mabblb.  Did  he  ask  you  to  make  an  appointment  with  himf 
Mr.  WiKHE.  He  asked  me  where  he  could  see  Mr.  Hines. 
Mr.  Mabble.  Did  he  ask  you  to  make  an  appointment  with  him? 
Mr.  WiEHE.  He  told  me  he  was  going  to  Washington  vis  New  York 
and  would  be  in  Washington  on  Saturday. 

Mr.  Marble.  That  was  when  you  were  at  his  office  f 
Mr.  WiEHE.  That  was  when  I  telephoned  him.    I  did  not  see  him 
when  I  was  at  his  (^ce. 

Mr.  Mahbia.  You  did  not  see  him  at  all  at  his  office  f 
Mr,  WiEHB.  Noj  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  Mr.  Funk  tell  you  where  be  would  be  in  New 
Yorkf 
Mr,  WiBim.  Ko,  sir. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Where  did  you  get  that  informaiitni,  that  he  could 
be  found  at  a  certain  office  in  New  Yiwk  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  That  was  from  his  office,  the  office  of  the  Interoational 
Harvester  Co. 

Mr.  Mabbi^.  How  many  times  did  you  telephone  to  Mr.  Funk's 
office  on  this  matt^i 
Mr.  WnsHE.  I  telephoned  twice. 
Mr.  Marble.  You  went  to  the  office  once? 
Mr.  WiKHB.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mabblb.  And  not  finding  Mr.  Funk,  you  t«lc^hf«ted  and  got 
himt 
Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mabble.  And  he  told  you  he  was  sorry. 
Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mabbu:.  And  asked  you  to  make  an  ai^Ktintment  for  him  I 
Mr.  WiEHE.  Noj  he  said  he  was  gaiug  to  Washington  via  New 
York,  and  would  probably  see  Mr.  Hmes  there. 
Mr.  Mabblb.  He  did  not  ask  you  to  Biake  an  appointment  for  himt 
Mr.  WiEBE.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  Marble.  When  was  it  you  telephoned  to  Mjr.  HineB  io  Wash- 
ington? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  did  not  telephone  him.  He  was  calling  up  every 
few  days,  and  I  think  I  talked  with  him  on  one  of  those  occasions. 

Mr.  Mabblb.  Do  you  remember  whether  or  not  you  called  him  on 
the  telephone  to  tell  him  about  Mr.  Funk ! 
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Mr.  WiBBB.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 
Mr.  Marbls.  Do  jou  remember  that  you  did  not? 
Mr.  Wuhs.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  tiiink  I  called  him  at  all  in  regard 
that  matter. 

Mr.  Habblb.  Was  it  of  enou^  importance  for  ;ou  b>  call  him  on 
8  telephone! 

Mr.  WiEHK.  No;  I  do  not  think  it  was.  I  did  not  know  what  it 
is  about. 

Mr.  Mabblk.  Do  ^on  roaember  that  you  did  not  call  him  on  the 
ephone  and  tell  him  what  Mr.  Funk  said! 

Mr.  WiBHB.  Why,  I  ronember  talking  to  him  but  I  do  not  remem- 
r  that  I  called  him.  I  think  my  talk  with  him  was  in  some  con- 
rsation  that  he  had  with  me  or  at  the  time  that  I  was  talking  with 
n  on  other  matters.  About  that  time  he  yns  interested  in  the  tariff 
Ltter  here. 

Mr.  Masbix.  Did  you  write  to  himf 
tfr.  Wtebk.  I  did  not 
V[r.  Mabbia  On  that  subject! 
tfr.  WiEHE.  No  sir. 

Mr.  Mabblb.  What  did  you  tell  Mr.  Hines  over  the  telephone! 
Vfr.  WiEHE.  I  told  Mr.  Hines  what  Mr.  Funk  said, 
tfr.  Marble.  Did  you  tell  him  Mr.  Funk  very  mudi  wanted  to  see 
a! 

tfr.  WiBHE.  Yes:  he  said  he  would  like  to  see  him  very  much. 
\ir.  Marbl^.  Did  you  tell  him  he  was  very  anxious  to  see  him! 
^Ir.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  know  that  I  told  him  he  was  very  anxious.    I 
«ated  what  Mr.  Funk  said  as  near  as  I  could, 
ilr.  Masble.  And  what  did  Mr.  Hinee  tell  you! 
ilr.  Wishes.  Mr.  Hines  said  he  did  not  know  whether  he  could  see 
.  Funk  in  Washington  on  Saturday  or  not;  he  would  let  me  know, 
e  next  morning  I  received  that  telegram. 

ir.  Marble.  What  other  matter  was  referred  to  in  the  teleniuQ 
tch  Mr.  Hines  sent  you  on  the  morning  of  June  4,  1909,  in  which 
spoke  of  having  Funk  meet  him  in  Washington!  Do  you  remem- 
! 

The  witness  did  not  answer.) 
fr.  Marble.  The  telegram  reads: 

111  try  have  Fnnk  meet  me  Cblcago  Saturday  or  Sunday.  Could  meet 
any  time.     Llhe  leave  here  to-day.    Answer  quick. 

Tas  any  other  matter  than  the  Funk  matter  referred  to  in  that 
srram? 

fr,  WiEHE.  No:  I  do  not  think  so. 
Ir.  Marble.  What  do  the  words,  "Will -try"  mean! 
If.  Wieiie.  I  suppose  "Will  try"  to  wait  in  Washington  for  him. 
ippose  that  is  what  it  m(;ans. 

Tr.  Marble.  The  next  succeeding  words  are.  "Have  Funk  meet 
Chicago  Saturday  or  Sunday." 

fr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  know  what  was  in  his  mind  when  he  sent  the 
3Tani, 

'r.  Marble.  Did  you  understand  the  telegram  when  you  re- 
ed it! 

"r.  WiEHB.  Yes. 

r.  Marble.  Do  you  remember  what  you  understood  those  words, 
ill  try,"  to  mean! 
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Mr.  WiEHE.  Mt  understanding  of  it  was  he  would  try  to  meet  hia 
in  Washington  ii  he  could. 

Mr.  Marble.  That  is  negatived  by  the  nest  words  in  the  telegnu 
is  it  not? 

Mr,  WiEiiE.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Marble.  You  do  not  remember  what  impression  you  got  frai 
that! 

Mr,  WiEHE,  Oh,  the  telegram  speaks  for  itself. 

Mr.  Marble.  I  am  talking  about  what  uaderstandin^  yon  got  frr<D. 
it.     I  am  coming  next  to  what  you  did, 

Mr.  WiEHE.  My  understanding  is  what  the  telegram  says.  I 

Mr.  Marbli:.  Do  you  remember  what  you  ond^'stood  the  wor^ 
"  Will  try  "  to  mean! 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I  do  not  know  what  I  understood  about  it.  The  telt 
gram  is  there,  and  I  acted  on  it 

Mr.  Marble.  What  did  you  do  after  receiving  the  tele^am  i 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  called  up  the  offices  of  the  International  Harvettr 
Co.  to  ascertain  if  Mr.  Funk  would  be  in  Chicago,  and  thev  advisei 
me  he  had  gone  to  New  York  and  told  me  where  he  could  be  fooni 
and  I  wired  that  information  to  Mr.  Hines. 

Mr.  Ma&ble:  You  did  not  know  that  he  had  left  town  at  that  time! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  did  not;  no  sir. 

Mr.  Makbui.  It  was  on  the  morning  of  June  4,  1909  ! 

Mr.  WiBHB.  Yea 

Mr.  Marble.  That  you  did  that  telephoningf 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Then  you  sent  this  message  to  Mr.  Hines: 

Funk  New  York  to-dny.  Leaves  tills  afternoon  WftstttoKton.  There  to-mw- 
row.  Toil  can  reacb  lilm  to-day  George  Perkins's  office  or  Judge  Garj.  51 
Broadway. 

Mr.  WiBHB.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  that  close  this  incident? 

Mr.  Webhc  So  far  as  I  was  concerned. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  Mr.  Hines  ever  speak  to  you  about  it  again! 

Mr.  WiBHE.  No,  sir ;  I  did  not  see  much  of  Mr.  Hines  after  tJut    || 
I  think  I  met  him  just  a  very  few  minutes  to  say  good-bye  to  him-      J 

Mr,  Marble.  Did  he  wnt«  you  about  Mr,  Funk,  or  telegnph  I 
you  about  him  after  tiiatl  1 

Mr.  WiEHB.  No.  I  do  not  think  I  saw  Mr,  Hines  but  once  aflff  I 
that  for  some  time — three  months  after  that.  ] 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  any  one  bring  you  any  message  from  Mr.  Hine 
about  this  matter ! 

Mr.  WnsHB.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  Mr,  Funk  communicate  with  you  any  further! 

Mr,  WiEHE.  No,  sir, 

Mr.  Marble.  His  anxiety  to  see  Mr.  Hines  did  not  bring  him  to 
you  again! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  had  no  communication  with  him  at  all  after  that 

Mr,  Marbi^e.  Did  Mr.  Hines  ever  tell  you  that  he  saw  Funk  or  din 
not  see  him ! 

Mr.  WiEHB,  No;  I  never  talked  with  Mr,  Hines  about  Mr.  Funs 
after  that  time. 

Mr.  Marbi^e.  The  matter  was  dropped ! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  MAmi£.  You  are  quite  sure  that  Mr.  Hinee  did  not  tell  yon 
hat  he  had  spoken  to  Mr.  Funk  inadvertently,  and  that  he  wanted 
0  tell  him  there  was  nothing  in  the  matter! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  Uiink  be  said  that 

Mr.  Marble.  He  did  not  tell  you  that  he  had  been  talking  to  Mr. 
<'unk  about  a  campaign  fund  and  had  found  none  was  needed,  and 
herefore  there  was  nothing  in  the  matter  i 

Mr.  WiBHB.  No:  he  never  told  me  that.  ' 

Mr.  Marble.  Nothing  of  that  s^i.  was  said? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  No,  air. 

Mr.  Marble.  He  did  not  tell  you  that  he  had  spoken  to  him  inad- 
31-tently,  and  bad  since  found  he  was  unfriendly  to  Senator  Lorimer 
id  he  should  not  have  done  it. 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Well,  he  ought  to  have  known  that  fit  that  time.  He 
ould  never  tell  me  that. 

Mr.  Marble.  He  did  not  nay  anything  of  that  sort  to  you  ? 
Mr.  WiEHE.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  wonder  at  Mr,  Funk's  anxiety  to  meet  Mr. 
ines  and  Mr.  Hines's  willingness  to  meet  him  becat^  of  this  un- 

iendliness 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  did  not  know  anything  about  it.     I  did  not  know 

ything  about  what  his  anxiety  was. 

Mr.  Marble.  The  relations  between  Mr.  Hines  and  Mr.  Funk  did 

t  surprise  you^ 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No,  sir. 

V(r.  Marble.  What  do  you  know  about  Mr.  Funk's  unfriendliness 

Mr.  Lorimer  t 

tfr.  WiEHE.  T  knew  his  concern  was  against  him. 

tfr.  Marble.  I  am  talking  about  Mr.  Funk. 

tfr.  WiEHE.  I  went  down  there  once  and  asked  him  to  sign  a  cir- 

ar  for  him  and  they  refused  to  do  it. 

Ir.  Makble.  Who  refused! 

f  r.  WiBHB.  Either  Mr.  Funk  or  somebody  in  that  office — the  presi* 

t's  office. 

Ir.  Mabblb.  You  do  not  remember  who  it  was  refused? 

It.  Wiehe.  I  think  it  was  Mr.  Funk  himself. 

It.  Marble.  Do  you  recall  the  incident  clearly ! 

[r.  Wiehe.  I  recall  the  incident  of  going  down  there  and  getting 

refusal. 

r.  Marble.  Do  you  recall  clearly  it  was  Mr.  Funk  who  refused! 

r.  Wiehe.  I  think  it  was.     I  went  to  the  president's  of6cp.    I 

k  he  was  either  assistant  to  the  president  or  manager,  I  do  not 

llect  which. 

r.  Marble.  Did  he  consult  the  President  before  he  refused ! 

r.  Wiehe.  I  do  not  think  so.     He  may  have  done  that.     I  would 

wy. 

r.  Mabblb.  When  was  that! 

r.  Wtbhx.  That  was  back  in  1906. 

r.  Mabblb.  What  was  the  circular! 

r.  Wiehe.  I  have  it  here. 

7.  Ttf*  nmM.  Well,  it  was  a  circular  in  advocacy  of  the  election  of 

Lorimer  to  Congress,  was  it  not! 

-.  WiBHB.  Well,  this  is  the  circular.    It  speaks  for  itself  [pro- 

tg  circular]. 
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Mr.  Mabblb.  Was  thetb  5(»nethine  in  Mr.  Fnnk's  msnner  wIkc  ', 
(m  refused  to  sign  this  circular  whi<m  gare  you  the  improBtdoA  t^l  | 
he  was  unfriendly  to  Mr.  Lorimerl  _  I 

Mr.  WiBHB.  Well,  he  said  they  were  not  faTomHe  to  h»  cmndi- 
dacy.  I 

Mr.  Mabbi^  He  said  they  were  not  favorable  to  his  caindidscr.  I 
Is  that  what  he  said  (  ' 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes.  I 

Mr.  Mahble.  Is  that  all  he  saidf  I 

Mr.  WiEHE.  That  is  all.  ' 

Mr.  Mabbu.  Well,  gentlemen  in  Chicago  frequently  q>6ak  far  ■ 
more  bitterly  than  mat  of  other  gentlemen  they  are  not  goiitg  to  I 
vote  for  do  they  not  (  | 

Mr.  WiHHB.  I  presume  tliey  do;  some  of  them.  They  did  about  | 
Mr.  Merriam  at  the  last  election.  I 

Mr.  Marble.  Mr.  Merriam  was  the  Kepublican  candidate  f  I 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Yes.  * 

Mr.  Marble.  Where  was  the  office  of  the  International  HarveBter 
Co.  in  1906? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Where  the  University  Club  is  now,  I  think. 

Mr.  Hansct.  The  comer  of  Monroe  and  Michigan. 

Mr.  Marble.  Farther  down  Michigan  Avenue  than  the  present 
office? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Yes;  Monroe  and  Michigan  Avenue. 

Mr.  Marble.  In  the  record  of  yesterday,  on  page  237,  appears  thd 
question  from  me  to  you : 


To  which  your  reply  is; 

No.  Bir;  Mr.  Fnok'e  name  was  not  mentioned  at  alL 

This  relates  to  the  visit  which  you  and  Mr.  I£nea  paid  to  Mr. 
Keeley  at  his  office  t 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mabble.  My  memory  would  be  that  I  asked  that  question  in  a 
slightly  different  form;  and,  referring  to  that  conversation,  I  waot 
to  ask  the  question  now  which  I  intended  to  ask — that  Mr.  Hinee  did 
not  say  to  Mr,  Keeley  that  Mr.  Funk  had  asked  to  contribute  to  a 
campaijra  fund,  did  he  ( 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Mr.  Funk's  name  was  not  mentioned  at  all. 

Mr.  Marble.  Are  you  quite  sure  that  Cook  and  O'Brien,  when  they 
asked  you  to  arrange  the  meeting  with  Mr.  Hines  at  the  Grand  Pa- 
cific H^tel,  told  you  nothing  of  the  subject  matter  to  be  discusedl 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Why  do  you  suppose  Mr.  Cook  called  Miss  Carroll  on 
that  morning  to  ask  if  Mr.  Hines  was  in  town? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  do  not  know  that  he  called  Miss  CamJl.  I  tallrad 
with  him. 

Mr.  Mabble.  You  talked  with  Cook? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marbu!.  You  told  him  Mr.  Hines  was  in  town  ? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marbl£.  Why  do  you  suppose  he  called  Baker? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  have  no  idea. 
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Mr.  Uaiblb.  You  had  made  the  appointment  there} 
Ur.  WiEHE.  Excepting  that  poesiBlj  he   and  Baker  were  very 
iendly. 

Kr.  Mabble.  You  had  made  the  appointment  for  Mr.  Hines  to  meat 
lese  gentlemen  t 

Mr.  WiBHB.  Yes.  I  was  scHnewhat  surprised  when  I  saw  Baker 
ere,    I  did  not  know  how  he  got  there. 

Mr.  Mahbix.  Now,  it  is  not  possible  that  Mr.  Hines  sot  his  first 
formation  that  Cook  and  O'Brien  were  in  town  from  the  telephone 
him  by  Miss  Carroll,  is  itt 
Mr.  WiEHE.  Well,  I  do  not  know. 
Mr.  Mabble.  You  told  Mr.  Hines  at  t^e  statitmt 
Mr.  WiEHE.  I  told  him  that  Codt  and  O'Brien  wanted  to  meet  him. 
(old  him  that  at  the  station. 

Mr.  Makbu.  You  made  the  arrani^ement  with  him  to  meet  therot 
Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes;  the  hour. 
Senator  Kern.  Tnat  was  at  the  station  ( 
Mr,  WiEHE.  Yes. 

\[r.  Marble.  The  arrangement  was  made  there  to  meet  them  at 
o'clock? 

^fr.  WiEHE.  With  Mr.  Hines;  Tes.  Later  I  gave  that  information 
Mr.  Cook. 

^r.  >Iarbl£.  So  that  Mr.  Hines  must  have  gotten  that  information 
(ii-st  from  you.  You  were  the  first  person  to  meet  him  in  the  city 
Chicago  t 

ir.  WiEHE.  I  should  think  so;  yes. 

fr.  Mabble.  You  met  him  at  tne  train.    Did  the  telephoning  in 
room  by  Mr.  Hines  to  the  governor  at  Springfield  make  a  deep 
>ression  on  your  mind  1 
Ir,  WiEHE,  To  the  governor  at  Springfield! 
fr.  Marble.  Or  to  whoever  he  talked  with — to  Senator  Loriraer. 
d  not  mean  to  misstate  that. 

[r.  WiEire,  I  do  not  know  that  it  made  a  deep  impression.  I 
■d  the  conversation. 

Tr.  Marble.  Did  you  discuss  it  afterwards  with  anyone? 
r.  WiEiiE.  Yes;  we  discussed  it  quite  a  number  of  times, 
r.  JIakble.  With  whom! 
r.  WiEHE.  I  talked  it  over  with  Mr.  Hines. 
r.  ilAKBLE.  At  die  club  that  day  I 

r.  WiEiiE.  No;  not  at  the  club  that  day;  sometime  after  that, 
T  we  heard  of  Cook  talking  about  it  around  the  country, 
r.  Marble.  That  brought  it  up,  and  you  discussed  it? 
r.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir. 

V.  Af.\RBLE.  And  that  refreshed  your  mind? 
r.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir. 

r.  Mahble.  Did  Mr.  Shields  tell  you  that  there  would  be  any 
nse  connected  with  the  attendance  of  any  witness  at  Washlng- 

-.  "WiEHB,  Any  expense? 

■.  Marble.  Yes;  expense. 

•.  "WiEHE,  I  did  not  know  that  we  would  have  any  witnesses  in 

lineton. 

■.  Marble.  When  you  saw  Mr.  Shields  in  Chicago,  was  there  any 

ssion  of  the  expense  of  bringing  witnesses  to  Washington? 
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Mr.  WiEHX.  No ;  I  do  not  think  so.  I  wired  these  people  uc  ' 
asked  them  if  they  would  come  on  here.  ^  i 

Mr.  Mabble.  I  am  talking  about  yoar  cfHtununication  with  Mi 
Shields.    Was  there  any  discnasion  of  the  expense  of  bringiiig  wit-  | 
nesses  to  Washington,  or  who  would  pay  that  expense,  or  how  mud.  I 
it  would  bef 

Mr.  WiBHB.  I  do  not  think  so;  no. 

Mr.  Mahblb.  With  Mr.  Shields?  I 

Mr.  WiEHE.  There  is  another  matter  I  should  like  to  state  hen. 
in  reference  to  Mr.  Shields's  visit  to  Chicago  at  that  time.  I  wanted, 
or  had  an  idea  that  I  wanted,  Mr.  Shields  to  go  to  Albany ;  and  Ibi: 
was  a  matter  that  I  took  up  with  him. 

Mr.  I^RBLi:.  Did  you  send  for  him  to  c<Hne  to  Chicago  to  discut^  , 
it  witib  him  1 

Mr.  ^^'IEHE.  I  Wiink  that  in  part,  and  the  other  general  discnssicHi.  | 
was  what  I  wanted  him  for,  when  I  came  to  thina  the  matter  ot<t  i 
last  night. 

Mr.  Mahble,  Did  you  discuss  it  with  him? 

Mr.  Webhb.  I  did.  | 

Mr.  Mabble.  It  did  not  occur  to  you  at  all  yesterday  that  you  bid 
discussed  that  matter  with  him  ? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  No;  it  did  not.    It  kind  of  slipped  my  mind. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Where  were  you  when  you  discussed  it  with  him  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  At  Herrick,  Allen  &  Martin's  office. 

Mr.  Marble.  Others  were  present? 

Mr.  WiEH£.  No ;  I  think  not.  I  think  I  was  talking  to  him  out  in 
the  outer  office. 

Mr.  Mabble.  And  it  did  not  occur  to  you  at  all  yesterday  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No. 

Mr.  AIarble.  How  long  did  the  discussion  continue  ? 

Mr.  WiBHB.  Ohj  I  ta&ed  with  him  15  or  20  minutes  there — ^no< 
all  the  time  on  this  matter. 

Mr.  Mabble.  How  long  did  you  discuss  this  matter? 

Mr,  Wiehe.  Oh,  not  very  long. 

Mr.  Marble.  What  has  recalled  it  to  your  mindt 

Mr.  Wiehe,  I  was  thinking  about  it  last  night.  Mr.  Hines  had 
telegraphed  me  to  send  him  tiie  newspapers  that  showed  the  subscrip- 
tions to  the  campaign  fund  made  by  the  McCormick  family.  I  had 
made  some  inquiry  m  Chicago  as  to  whether  they  had  subscribed  to 
any  other  campaigns,  and  I  was  told  that  they  had  subscribed  to  the 
Taft  campaign.  I  ascertained  that  that  list  of  subsoibeis  was  filed 
with  Uie  secretary  of  state  at  Albany ;  and  I  had  telegraphed  down 
there  to  see  if  I  could  get  the  list,  to  show  their  names  on  the  sub- 
scription list.  I  was  sidvised  that  the  list  was  destroyed,  and  that 
they  only  retained  the  list  for  15  months.  Then,  later,  I  got  a  tele- 
gram saying  that  they  could  furnish  the  list  and  I  wired  to  see  what 
would  be  the  expense  of  getting  the  list  I  had  not  received  a  reply ; 
but  since  I  have  been  here  I  find  that  they  have  advised  me  that  they 
would  furnish  this  list  for  $1,000.  In  talking  it  over  with  our  peo- 
ple, they  did  not  think  we  wanted  it  that  badly. 

Mr.  Mabble.  What  has  that  to  do  with  Mr.  Shields  coming  dova 
from  Si^erior? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  had  in  mind  sending  him  down  there  to  get  that 
list.  .  ^ 
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Mr.  Marbi^.  Was  it  a  very  difficult  matter  to  haudle^ 

Mr,  WiEHE.  There  were  128  pages  of  it,  and  I  could  not  get  any 
definite  satisfaction  regarding  it,  excepting  that  they  had  found 
the  list. 

Senator  Kbhn.  One  hundred  and  twenty-eight  pagei^  of  campaign 
contributions  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  That  is  what  this  telegram  said. 

Senator  Kerm.  I  see  now  how  it  happened.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  Marble.  That  was  not  the  list  of  Democratic  campaign  con- 
tributions ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No;  that  was  a  list  of  subscriptions  to  the  Taft  cam- 
paign. 

Mr.  Marble.  Mr.  Shields  is  not  a  stenographer,  is  he?  You  did 
not  expect  him  to  copy  it? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  He  could  have  gone  down  there  and  arranged  for  it 
probably. 

Mr.  Masble.  You  have  a  number  of  capable  young  men  in  your 
office  who  are  able  to  make  a  contract  for  copying  128  pages  of  ^pe- 
writing,  have  you  not  ? 

Mr.  WiBHB.  Yes ;  but  he  said  he  knew  somebody  there  at  Albany, 
and  he  thought  he  could  get  that  list  for  me  without  very  muui 
expense. 

Mr.  Marble.  Some  one  who  would  copy  it  for  nothing! 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Oh,  I  do  not  know  as  to  that.  I  suppose  he  would 
have  to  pay  for  copying  it. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  tnought  the  saving  that  could  be  made  by 
Mr.  Shields  in  the  expense  of  getting  that  list  would  be  sufficient  to 
warrantyou  in  sending  him  from  Superior,  Wis.,  t«  Albany,  N.  Y. 

Mr.  WiEHB.  No,  My  inclination,  my  idea,  was  that  he  would  go 
there  and  get  the  list.     That  was  what  I  was  interested  in. 

Mr.  Mabbu^  Free  of  cost  ? 

Mr.  WiBHB.  Oh,  no;  not  free  of  cost.  I  wanted  that  list  to  show 
the  subscription  that  Cyrus  McCormick  made  tu  the  Taft  campaign 
fond. 

Senator  Kern.  Was  that  before  or  after  he  testified  here  the  other 
day  that  he  was  a  Democrat? 

Mr.  WiBHB.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  that  You  know  when 
Taft  ran  for  President. 

Senator  Kebn.  I  mean  this  conversation  of  yours  with  Shields — 
was  that  before  or  after  Mr.  McCormick  gave  testimony  here  the  other 
day  to  the  effect  that  he  was  a  Democrat? 

Mr.  WniHE.  Understand  me,  now,  I  do  not  know  that  his  name  is 
on  this  list.  That  is  simply  gossip.  I  wanted  to  get  the  list  to  ascer- 
tain if  it  was  or  not.    I  wanted  to  examine  it,  and  so  forth. 

Mr.  Marble.  It  was  your  understanding,  was  it  not,  that  that 
list  was  filed  with  an  officer  of  the  State  of  New  York? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Filed  with  the  secretary  of  state;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Mabbia.  Without  prolonging  uiis  examination,  is  there  any- 
thing else  you  can  tell  us  or  suggest  as  to  why  Mr.  Shields  was  sent 
for  to  get  mat  list,  instead  of  some  gentleman  in  Albany  being  asked 
to  get  it,  or  some  man  being  sent  from  your  office  in  Chicago? 

Mr.  WiBHx.  I  do  not  know  why  he  specially  was  sent  tor,  but  I 
wanted  him  to  go  down  there  and  get  it. 

Mr,  Marble.  I ou  did  not  send  him  there,  did  you! 
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Mr.  WiBHB.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  MutBLE.  You  concluded  that  even  thougk  he  mif^t  vaki  > 
saving  you  would  not  send  him } 

Mr.  WisBE.  At  that  time  I  had  not  rec^ved  the  telegram  abas 
the  $1,000,  and  our  people  h^re  did  not  diiuk  they  wanted  the  tliiBi  ' 
so  badly  at  the  time,  and  that  is  the  reason  we  did  not  send  for  k.  I  j 
We  discussed  it  i 

Mr.  Mabble.  Why  did  tou  conclude  not  to  suid  him,  theul  i. 

Mr.  WiBHB.  Because  uiey  did  not  think  they  wanted  it  so  T(r>  I 
badly  then.  Then  after  that  I  got  this  wire,  saying  that  they  woaU  " 
furmsh  it  for  $1,000. 

Mr.  Marble.  When  you  sent  for  Mr.  Shields  to  coma  from  Dolutb.  I 
you  had  not  been  told  that  this  list  would  cost  $1,000!  I 

Mr.  Wdbhb.  No.    I  think  first  I  was  told  that  they  did  not  him 
the  list 

Senator  Kern.  I  underi^ood  you  awhile  ago  to  say    tbmt  yon  | 
wanted  Shields  to  go  down  there  because  you  had  heard  befcMre  that 
that  it  would  cost  $1,000  and  thought  he  could  get  it  dteaper 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Oh,  na 

Senator  Kkrn  (continuing).  Because  he  kaew  somebody  dam  . 
there.  I 

Mr.  WiBHB.  No;  I  said  that  he  knew  somebody  down  there.  Tin  J 
counsel  asked  me  some  sort  of  a  question  there;  I  do  not  know  ju^  | 
what  it  was,  but  that  was  not  it.  I  did  not  know  at  that  time  that  J 
they  wanted  $1,000  for  it    It  was  later.  I 

Senator  Kebn.  Who  told  you  or  who  communicated  to  you  the  J 
fact  that  it  would  cost  $1,000  to  have  128  pages  copied  from  a  boot  I 
of  records  ?  I 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  know  who  it  was.  We  have  the  telegram  is  f 
Chicago.    I  can  send  it  to  you.  Ij 

Senator  Jones.  I  understood  j^ou  to  say  that  all  you  wanted  w  I 
find  out  was  what  Cyrus  McCormick  bad  ccoitributed.  I, 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes.  I 

Senator  Jones.  Did  you  think  you  had  to  make  a  copy  of  128  I 
pages  to  find  that  out?  \ 

Mr,  WiEiiE.  There  were  other  raenbers  of  his  family,  and  w  ji 
wanted  to  see  just  what  was  there.  I  did  not  know  what  we  wanted,  l 
We  though  we  would  get  the  whole  list  and  grt  it  certified  as  bwng  p 
the  entire  campaign  contribution.  [ 

Senator  Jones.  \Vhy  did  you  not  send  down  there  for  scnne  m«  j 
to  examine  that  list  and  make  a  certified  copy  as  to  the  McCormicfa^  [ 
contribution? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  suppose  we  could  have  done  that  r 

Senator  Jones.  You  never  thought  about  that!  1 

Mr.  WiEHE.  My  intention  was  to  have  Shields  go  down  there  and  r 
see  if  he  could  get  that  complete  list  It  might  be  an  interesting  Ij 
document  sometime.  j 

Senator  Kern.  I  do  nor  quite  understand  why  you  should  choose  I 
Shields  who  lived  away  up  in  Superior,  | 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  say  that  I  selected  him  specially.  He  canw 
down  to  Chicago  at  my  retjuest,  and  nt  that  interview  I  took  up  that 
matter  with  him. 

Senator  Jones.  Have  you  not  anybody  in  your  Chicago  affioe  dut 
could  do  work  of  that  kind? 
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Mr.  Wdehk.  (Mi,  jee;  wo  have  quite  a  number  of  people  there. 

Senator  Jones.  People  that  you  would  have  confidence  in — that 
you  could  trust  with  work  of  that  sn^f 

Mr.  WiEHK.  Oh,  yes;  any  stenographer  oould  so  down  there,  but 
he  mi^t  not  be  able  to  get  the  list  if  they  tadc  that  attitude  of  aak- 
ine;  $1,000  for  it 

o«iator  Kentom'.  How  could  Shields  get  itt 

Mr.  WniTB.  I  do  not  know,  except  he  mig^  through  hia  aoquaint- 
a&ceship  there. 

Senator  Jones.  It  was  supposed  to  be  a  public  record,  was  it 
nott 

Mr.  WiBHE.  That  ig  what  I  thought,  but  when  I  heard  about  the 
$1,000,  I  concluded  it  evidently  was  not. 

Senator  Jones.  That  $1,000  was  what  it  was  supposed  to  coet  to 
eimy  it,  was  it  not — not  to  be  permitted  to  examine  itl 

Mr.  WiEHK  I  would  not  think  so,  when  stenographers  are  copying 
stuff  at  50  cents  a  page. 

Smator  Jonbs.  Did  you  understand  that  that  $1,000  was  a  chai^ 
for  theprivil^e  of  examining  this  docomentf 

Mr,  WiEHE.  I  do  not  know.  I  wired  and  asked  him  what  it  would 
coet  to  furnish  a  certi6ed  copy  of  it,  and  I  eot  a  replyi  saying,  "  a 
thousand  dollare,"  What  that  was  I  do  not  Know.  Tnat  would  be 
something  in  the  mind  of  the  man  who  sent  the  telegram. 

Senator  Jonss.  You  asked  what  the  cost  would  be  for  a  certified 
copy,  and  they  tel^raphed  back  "  a  thousand  dollars  "I 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  know  what  he  had  in  mind. 

Senator  Jones.  He  would  naturally  have  in  mind  your  inquiry, 
would  he  notf 

Mr.  WiEHB.  It  might  be  that  he  had  in  mind  that  that  list  was 
worth  $1,000. 

Senator  Jones.  The  public  official  that  yOo  telegraphed  tot 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Yes,  sir.    I  telegraphed  to  the  secretary  of  state. 

The  Chaibman.  You  say  you  will  furnish  those  telegrams  I 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  Was  your  reply,  wanting  $1,000,  from  the  secre- 
tan-  of  state  of  the  State  of  New  Yorky 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  originally  wired  the  secretary  of  state,  and  I  think 
the  r^ly  is  frtwa  the  secretary  of  state. 

Senator  Kenton.  Either  from  him  or  some  one  in  hia  office? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes.  The  original  inquiry  was  to  the  eeoretary  of 
state,  and  I  presume  be  handle  it  all  the  way  through. 

Mr.  Marble.  It  would  have  been  cheaper  to  have  subpoenaed  kim 
to  come  here  and  bring  the  list  with  him  and  submit  it  to  the  com- 
mittee, would  it  notf 

Mr.  WmHii.  I  suppose  it  woidd  have  been;  but  our  people  did  not 
feel  that  the  list  was  of  as  mucb  importance  as  that. 

Mr.  Mabbui.  Where  did  you  first  hear  the  story  in  which  Father 
Green's  name  occurred,  which  you  related  yesterday  i 

iSi.  WnsHE.  I  do  not  know  just  where  I  first  heard  it  I  did  not 
hear  all  the  story  from  any  one  person.    I  heard  it  in  fragments. 

Mr.  Mabbi£.  Do  you  remarab^  the  pere<m  who  first  spoke  to  you 
about  it! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No ;  I  do  not 

Mr.  Mabbl£.  Do  you  remember  when  you  were  first  qK^Eem  to 
about  iti  :,C.OOqIc 


1754  SENATOB  FBOM  llilNOIS. 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Xo;  I  do  not.    I  heard  different  people  talk  tbout  it 

Mr.  Mabblb.  Why  are  you  so  sure  that  you  had  not  heard  of  it 
before  you  took  your  trip  to  Virginia  I 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Because  I  did  not  know  anything  about  it  at  that 
time. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  do  remember  that  it  was  after  the  trip  to  Vir- 
ginia, do  you! 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Some  time  in  March  or  April,  yes,  that  I  first  heard 
the  women's  end  of  the  story.  The  other  stuff  was  published  in  the 
papers. 

Mr.  Mabblb.  When? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I  think  some  time  in  the  early  part  of  the  year. 

Mr.  Marble.  Before  the  trip  to  Virginia? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I  think  so;  yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  you  had  read  it  in  the  papers  before  the  trip 
to  Virmpiat 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Not  the  entire  story ;  no. 

Mr.  Marble.  Ko,  not  the  entire  story;  but  you  had  read  a  st^n; 
in  which  Father  Green's  name  figured  before  you  to<^  the  trip  to 
Virginia  ? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  No;  I  did  not  read  any  story.  I  think  I  read  some- 
thing about  the  evidence  that  was  ^ven  in  some  case. 

]m-.  Marble.  In  the  Erbetein  case? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  think  so ;  yes.     I  think  that  is  the  case. 

Mr.  Marble.  Had  you  not  discussed  Father  Green  with  some  one 
before  you  took  the  trip  to  Virginia! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  do  not  think  so;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  recall  that  you  had  not? 

Mr.  WiEBE.  I  did  not  know  Fattier  Green,  or  know  anything 
about  him 

Mr.  Marble.  You  do  not  know  him  now,  do  you  ? 

Mr.  WiEHB  (continuing).  Until  I  saw  the  matter  in  the  news- 
papers at  that  time  . 

Mr.  Marble.  You  do  not  know  him  now,  do  you? 

Mr.  WiBHB.  Yes;  I  do. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  made  his  acquaintance  since? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  But  you  did  not  know  him  at  the  time  you  went  to 
Virginia  ? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  But  you  had  read  something;  some  part  of  the  story 
that  you  have  related,  in  the  papers  before  you  went  to  Vigrinia? 
Is  that  true? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  No  ;  I  do  not  think  so,  unless  it  was 

Senator  Kerh.  When  did  you  get  acquainted  with  Father  Green? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Some  time  during  the  sumnier. 

Senator  Kern.  This  summer? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  This  is  July;  you  can  tell  us  about  when  it  was. 
can  you  not  t 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Within  the  last  60  days,  probablv. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  get  acquainted  with  him  at  Duluth? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  No|Mr.  Hines  gave  me  an  introduction  to  him. 

Senator  Kern.  Where? 
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Ir.  WiBHB.  I  think  dovn  <m  La  Salle  Street. 

•enator  Kbbk.  Iq  Chicagot 

Ir.  WiEHB.  Yes,  sir. 

Ir.  Masblb.  Why  are  you  so  sure  that  you  did  not  hear  that  story 

February,  instead  of  in  April? 

tr.  WiEME,  Because  I  did  not  hear  it. 

Ir.  Mabble.  Do  you  remember  where  you  did  hear  it? 

Ir,  WiBHB.  I  do  not;  no. 

Ir.  Mabblb.  How  do  you  fix  the  timet 

Ir.  WiEHB.  Because  it  was  just  such  a  short  time  ago. 

Ir.  Mable.  And  that  is  the  only  way  you  fix  it! 

Ir.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Ir,  Marble.  It  was  in  April  of  this  year  instead  of  February  of 

t  j"ear? 

Ir,  Wiehb.  March  or  April. 

Ir.  MabbUi.  It  might  have  been  in  March? 

Ir.  WiEHE,  It  may  have  been;  yes. 

Ir.  Marble.  Might  it  have  been  in  February? 

If.  Wiehe.  No;  I  do  not  think  so. 

Ir.  Marble.  Have  you  any  basis  for  that  except  your  impression 

time? 

ir.  Webhe.  Yes;  I  know  that  at  the  time  I  went  to  Virginia  I 

iw  nothing  about  it. 

{r.  Marble.  How  do  you  know  that? 

Ir.  Wiehe.  I  rememtier  it. 

ilr.  Marble.  You  remember  that  you  did  not  know  it  when  yon 

■e  on  the  train? 

ir.  Wiehb.  Y^  sir. 

>Ir.  Mabble.  Did  you  think  about  not  knowing  it  on  the  train? 

ilr.  Wiehb.  I  did  not  think  anything  about  it;  I  did  not  know 

'thing  about  it. 

tir.  Marble.  This  story  in  which  Mr.  Beckemeyer's  name  figures, 

ich  you  related  the  other  day,  and  which  we  need  not  repeat,  is 

part  of  any  Father  Green  story,  is  it? 

jr.  Wiehe.  No;  that  is  a  story  that  is  gossip,  and  such  a  dirty, 

ih^  story  that  I  tried  to  get  away  from  it 

At.  Marble.  So  you  repeated  it  into  the  record  the  other  day? 

<Ar.  Wiehb.  I  did  not  repeat  it.    You  asked  me  about  it,  and 

ed  me  to  tell  what  it  was,  and  I  told  it. 

tir.  MAitBi.B.  I  was  not  questioning  you,  as  I  remember.    You 

re  being  asked  about  the  Father  Green  storr.    The  Beckemeyer 

ry  is  no  part  of  the  Father  Green  stoiy,  is  it? 

tir.  Wiehe.  I  do  not  know  what  the  Father  Green  story  is, 

tir.  Mabble.  It  is  no  part  of-  any  Father  Green  story  that  you 

re  ever  heard? 

rfr.  Wiehe.  I  do  not  know  any  Father  Green  story. 

rfr.  Marble.  You  related  something  yesterday  in  which  Father 

een's  name  occurred. 

rfr.  Wiehe.  That  is  right. 

tfr.  Mabbi^.  But  you  never  heard  Father  Green's  name  mentioned 

connection  with  the  Beckemeyer  story  at  all  ? 

tfr,  Wiehb.  No. 

tfr.  Marble.  That  is  all  I  wanted  to  get. 

Hr.  Wiehe.  Excepting  as  I  related  here  the  other  day. 
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Mr.  Marbi*.  You  did  not  mean  to  be  understood  th»t  Father 
Qreen's  name  was  at  all  or  in  any  way  connected  with  that  Becbe- 
m^er  story? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I  do  not  evm  know  whether  the  story  is  tme  or  not. 
I  do  not  know  a  thing  about  it 

Mr,  Marblb.  Let  us  leave  FatJier  Green  out  of  it  entirely,  then. 
You  did  not  mean  to  be  understood  that  Father  Green  was  in  any 
w^  connected  with  that  Beckemeyer  story,  did  you ! 

Mr.  WnsHB.  No. 

Mr.  Marble.  Are  you  quite  sure  that  you  ever  read  in  any  paper 
any  portion  of  the  story  in  which  Father  Green's  name  occurred  mat 
you  related  here  in  your  testimony! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  know  that  I  ever  read  that.  I  read  his  testi- 
mon,  I  think,  in  the  Erbstein  case,  or  sketches  of  it 

Mr.  Marble.  But  the  story  which  you  repeated  you  did  not  read 
in  any  paper  t 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I  do  not  think  so;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  not  knon>  that  it  has  not  been  printed,  except 
as  it  mav  have  grown  out  of  this  testimony? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  never  read  it. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  you  do  not  remember  where  you  heard  it  ? 

Mr,  WiEHE.  No;  I  do  not,  because  I  heard  it  in  fragments. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  you  do  not  remember  where  you  heard  any  frag- 
ment of  it  i 

Mr.  WiEHK.  No;  I  do  not.     It  was  common  gossip. 

Mr.  Marble.  Nor  who  gave  you  the  information! 

Mr.  WiEHE,  No ;  I  do  not 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  recall  any  person  with  whom  you  discussed  it 
before  you  went  on  the  stand  ? 

Mr.  WiEHB,  Not  here;  no,  sir. 

Mt.  Marble.  That  happened  this  year? 

Mr,  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir. 

(By  request,  the  stenographer  read  aloud  the  following  answer  of 
the  witness:) 

Ur.  WiBuc  Not  bere;  no,  »tr. 

Mr.  Marble.  What  did  you  mean  by  tha^l 

Mr.  WiEBE,  You  asked  me  if  I  had  discussed  it  with  anybody  be- 
fore I  went  on  the  stand.     I  told  you,  "  Not  heff»." 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  in  Chicago! 

Mr.  WtBHB.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Or  anywhe^^J 

Mr,  WiKHH.  No,  air. 

Mr.  Marble.  So  that  the  complete  answer  to  th^t  question  would 
be  "No"? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Can  jou  at  all  explain  why  the  meetii^  of  Mr.  Het- 
tler  should  have  made  so  precise  an  impression  upon  your  mind  aAd 
you  can  not  recall  any  of  tnese  conversations  in  which  Fathw  Gr««n's 
name  ^gured  f 

Mr.  WiEHK.  I  do  not  think  Mr.  Hettler's  story  made  a  v«ry  pcwgse 
impression  upon  my  mind.     T  simply  remember  that  I  nipt  hv  tli|Mr«. 

Mr.  Marhi£.  You  are  very  sure  of  your  mem<a-y  of  that  iBcidcaatt 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes:  I  think  I  am,  in  sufoetance;  y«B. 
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Mr.  MtBiH.K.  Did  you  bou^  the  train  at  Dululii  auj  Lengttt  of 
time  before  it  started  for  Virginia! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Oh,  maybe  a  few  minutes.  We  all  wei^  dovn  thwe 
together — I  do  not  know  about  just  how  lon^. 

Mr.  Mabbi£.  Where  did  you  sit  firsti 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  thinli  I  gat  in  the  seat  next  to  the  smokiiig  car  fint. 

Mr.  Mabble.  In  the  main  body  of  the  carf 

Mr.  WisHx.  The  main  body  of  the  car;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Mahblb.  Facing  fcH-ward } 

Mr.  WiEHs.  I  do  not  know  whether  I  was  facing  forwurd'  or 
backward. 

Mr.  Mabblb.  Was  some  one  sitting  with  you! 

Mr.  WiEUE.  Mr.  Hines  wajj  sitting  with  me. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Mr.  Hines  was  sitting  with  you ! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Mahblb.  In  the  «eat  next  to  the  smoking  car ! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  tliink  so;  yes.    That  is  my  recollection. 

Mr.  Marble.  The  smoking  compartment! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No ;  in  the  open  body  of  the  car. 

Mr.  Marble.  In  the  open  body  of  the  car,  next  to  the  smt^tillg 
compartment ! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes. 

Mr.  MABBI.B.  And  how  long  did  you  ride  there! 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Well,  I  should  think  about  20  minutes— maybe  25 
minutes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Had  the  train  stopped  at  any  station! 

Mr.  Wtebb.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  Marblb.  Did  you  ride  with  Mr.  Hines  all  that  time! 

Mr.  WiEHE,  Yes, 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  some  one  else  join  you! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Well,  people  pa.ssed  through.  Some  of  our  party 
sat  close  to  us. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  anyone  ait  down  and  talk  with  you ! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  think  so,  in  that  seat;  no. 

Mr.  Marbi£.  Were  you  and  Mr.  Hines  talking  business! 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  remember  what  subjects  you  discussed ! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes ;  we  discussed  our  plant  at  Winton  and  discussed 
the  prospective  meeting  at  Virginia. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  knew  there  was  trouble  with  Cook  and  O'Brien 
then,  and  you  discussed  them  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Anything  else! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  recollect  anything  else. 

Mr.  Masbi^.  Did  yon  leave  Mr.  Hines  alone  when  you  went  into 
the  smoking  compartment? 

Mr.  WiEHE,  Yes,  air. 

Mr.  Marble.  Why  did  you  go  in  there! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  T  do  not  know.  I  went  in  therei  I  do  not  know  just 
why. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Do  you  Femember  clearly  who  was  in  there  wiien 
you  went  in  there! 

Mr.  WrBHE.  Yes. 
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Mr.  Mabble.  Do  you  remember  how  many  people  were  their: 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  how  they  were  seated? 

Mr.  WiEHE,  I  do  now.  I  did  not  when  I  was  at  Sprin^firi' 
remember  clearly  where  they  were  seated,  but,  since  discussing  :: 
with  some  of  these  people,  I  kind  of  located  myself. 

Mr.  Marble.  That  refreshed  your  memory? 

Mr.  WiBHB.  Yes, 

Mr.  Mabble.  Has  it  caused  your  memory  to  conform  to  thein: 

Mr.  WiEHK.  Not  exactly. 

Mr.  Mabbu:.  Did  you  change  their  recollection  ? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  What  made  the  change?  Did  they  remember  i: 
differently  from  you? 

Mr,  WiEHE,  No.  Seeing  these  people  again  rather  refreshed  mj 
njcollection  of  it. 

Mr.  Mabbu!.  Seeing  them,  rather  than  discussing  it  with  the^i 
then? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  I  discussed  it  with  them,  too,  as  to  the  location  of  the 
people. 

Mr.  Mabbia.  Did  they  tell  you  that  you  were  mistaken  or  anj 
of  them  ? 

Mr.  WiBHB.  Yes.     Mr.  Cusson  told  me  I  was  mistaken. 

Senator  Kbsn.  He  told  you  you  were  mistaken  about  what  ? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  As  to  who  was  in  the  room  first.  I  think  he  was  ir 
the  room  first,  and  he  thinks  I  was. 

Mr.  Marbu!.  Did  Mr.  Cusson  tell  you  that  you  were  mistaken 
about  anything  else? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  remember  some  people  in  your  testimony  ii 
Springfield  who  were  not  on  the  car? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Was  it  your  testimony^ 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  mentioned  Charles  Weyerhaeuser  at  Springfield,  bnt 
he  was  not  on  the  car  at  all.    He  was  not  in  that  part  of  the  counttr. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  Mr.  Cusson  tell  you  that  you  were  mistaken 
about  that? 

Mr.  WiBHB.  No;  I  did  not  discuss  that  witti  Mr.  Ousscai. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Who  told  you  that  you  were  mistaken  about  that? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  I  think  Mr.  Cusson  did,  after  we  testified  at  Spring- 
field. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  think  Mr.  Cusson  told  you  you  were  mistaken 
about  that  ? 

Mr.  WfflJHE.  I  think  he  did ;  yes. 

Mr.  Marbix.  Were  any  other  errors  in  your  testimony  drawn  to 
your  attention  by  anyone? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  No. 

Mr.  Masbia.  You  do  not  recall  any  t 

Mr.  WnsHE.  N^  air. 

Mr.  Marbul  Whom  did  you  sit  next  to  when  you  sat  ^own  ( 
'  Mr.  WiEBE.  I  sat  next  to  Mr.  McGh)waii. 

Mr.  Mabbi^  And  he  was  next  to  the  window ! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marbi^.  And  on  the  other  ^de  of  you  was  who! 
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Mr.  WiBHE.  Mr.  Cusson. 

Mr.  Mahble.  Did  you  talk  to  Mr.  McGowan  on  that  tnp } 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  think  I  said  very  much  to  him.  1  may  have 
said  some  few  words  to  him,  but  I  had  no  conversation  with  him  to 
any  extent. 

Mr,  MititBLB.  Did  you  learn  who  he  was? 

Mr.  WiBHB.  I  did  noL 

Mr.  Masble.  Did  you  learn  where  he  was  from  f 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No. 

Mr.  Mabblb.  Did  you  leam  his  business! 

Mr.  Webhe.  No. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  leam  his  views  on  any  public  question! 

Mr.  WiBHB.  No. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Did  you  pay  any  attention  to  him ! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Not  very  much;  no. 

Mr.  Makble.  Mig^ht  it  not  have  been  one  of  the  other  strangers  who 
sat  next  to  the  window  instead  of  Mr.  McGlowan! 

Mr.  WiEHE,  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr,  Mabble,  You  did  observe  him  enough  so  that  you  are  sure  of 
his  identity  now  i 

Mr.  WiEUE.  When  I  saw  the  man  now,  I  recollect  he  was  the  man. 

Mr.  Mabble.  How  long  did  you  stay  in  the  smoking  compartment  ? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  About  30  minutes, 

Mr.  Mabble.  Then  where  did  you  go? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Mr.  Hines  called  me  out  and  I  went  back  to  where 
he  sat. 

Mr.  Mabble.  You  went  back  to  the  seat  you  had  come  from! 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mabble.  The  seat  next  the  smoking  compartment  in  the  main 
body  of  the  carl 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Not  near  the  middle  of  the  car? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Not  at  that  time;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  long  did  you  sit  in  that  seat,  next  to  the  smok- 
ing compartment! 

Mr.  WIEHE.  I  do  not  know  how  long;  25  or  30  minutes,  maybe. 

Mr,  Masble.  Then  where  did  you  go! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Then  I  went  across  to  the  middle  of  the  car  where 
Mr.  Harper  sat. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  sat  with  him ! 

Mr.  WrBHB.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Johnson  there ! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes ;  I  think  Mr.  Johnson  was  sitting  at  the  other  end 
of  the  car.    That  is  my  recollection. 

Mr.  Makblb.  Were  you  busy  with  Mr.  Harper! 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Yes. 

Mr.  Masble.  Did  Mr.  Johnson  try  to  attract  your  attention! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  do  not  think  so;  no. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Did  he  see  you! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  did  or  not. 

Mr,  Marble.  Did  he  speak  to  you  in  the  body  of  the  car  that  night! 

Mr.  WiEHB.  No,  ^r. 

Mr,  Marble,  You  are  sure  of  that! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes. 
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Mr.  Habble.  He  did  not  speak  to  you  in  passing,  or  anything  of 
that  sort! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Not  at  that  time;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  remember  what  subjects  were  discussed   in 
the  smoking  compartment  while  you  were  there! 

Mr.  WiEHE,  I  think  the  tariff  and  reciprocity. 

Mr.  Marble.  What  else! 

Mr.   WiEHB.  There  was  some  discussion  about  a  change   of    the 
watershed  up  there  north  of  Winton. 
■    Mr,  Marble.  What  else! 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Making  that  flow  back  down  to  Duluth. 

Mr.  Marble.  Yes.    Anything  else? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  think  there  was  some  talk  on  electiic-li^t  fixtures. 

Mr.  Marble.  Anything  else? 

Mr.  WiEHB,  That  is  about  all  I  can  recollect. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  ali  the  people  in  the  car  take  part  in  these  dis- 
cussions ! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  know.     My  recollection  is  that  Mr.  Johnson, 
Mr.  Burge-ss,  and  Mr.  F.  E.  Weyerhaeuser  were  the  principal  tarlkers. 

Mr.  Marbi£.  Did  you  take  part  in  the  discussion  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  did  not ;  no :  excepting  that  1  may  have  put  in  a 
word  or  two  here  and  there. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  the  party  break  up  into  groups,  so  that  there 
were  a  number  of  discussions  going  on  at  a  time? 

Mr.  WiEHK.  No;  they  nil  sat  together  in  the  room. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  talk  to  Mr.  Burgess?  , 

Mr,  WiEiiE.  I  do  not  think  so;  no, 

Mr,  Marble.  Did  vou  speak  to  him  at  ali ''. 

Mr.  WiEiiE.  If  I  did,  it  was  only  in  this  conversation. 

Mr.  Marele.  You  did  not  know  him  at  that  time?  j 

Mr.  WiEiiE.  I  did  not ;  no,  sir.     I  never  saw  the  man  before. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  were  not   introduced  to  him  by  Mr.  Cook  at 
that  time?  * 

Mr,  WiEHE.  No,  sir.  I 

Mr.  Marble.  And  you  have  already  testified,  very  explicitly  and  . 
completely,  that  the  conversation  which  Mr.  Burgess  related  did  not  ■: 
take  place?  I 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir.  I 

Mr.  Marble.  You  are  absolutely  certain  of  that?  1 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir.  • 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  hear  the  election  of  Senator  Lorimer  men-  I 
tioned  at  all  in  that  smoking  compartment  that  ni^t?  t 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  thiiut  I  heard  his  election  mentioned ;  no,  sir.       * 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  hear  him  mentioned?  I 

Mr.  Weehe.  He  may  have  been.  I  would  not  say  that  he  was  or  i 
was  not.     I  would  not  say  that  his  name  was  not  mentioned.  ! 

Mr.  Marble.  You  would  say  that  his  name  was  not  mentioned!  I 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  say  I  would  not  know  whether  it  was  or  not.  I 

Mr.  Marble.  Have  you  any  recollection  of  the  contest  or  the  at-  t 
tack  upon  his  right  to  his  seat  being  mentioned!  I 

Mr.  WiEHE,  1  do  not  think  it  was  discussed  at  all. . 

Mr,  Marble.  Was  corruption  in  legislatnres'-^scussed't  | 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Noj  sir.  i 

Mr.  Marble.  Were  newspapers  discussed?  I 
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Mr.  WiBHE.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  Makbu:.  Or  newspaper  attacks  upon  public  men  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr.  MabbiiE.  Did  you  discuss  newspapers  that  night  at  all? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  did  not 

Mr.  Makble.  Did  you  hear  Father  Green's  name  mentioned  that 

ght? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Marble.  That  is  all. 

Senator  Kern.  Mr.  Wiehe,  I  understood    you  to  say  in  your  testi- 

ony  yesterday  that  you  did  not  call  Mr.  Hines  up  about  the  25th 

May,  1909,  but  that  Mr,  Hines  called  you  up  on  the  telephone? 
Mr.  WraHE.  Y^  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  What  did  he  call  you  up  to  say  to  you? 
Mr.  AA'iEHE,  He  told  me  to  call  up  Senator  Lorimer  at  Springfield 
id  ^my  to  him  tliat  he  was  leaving  Washington  on  that  afternoon  or 
ening  and  that  he  would  go  right  on  through  to  Springfield ;  also 

say  tu  the  Senator  that  the  administration  was  with  him. 

Senator  Kern.  Was  that  all  he  told  you  ? 

Mr.  WiEHS.  That  is  all;  yes;  on  that  subject. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  he  talk  with  you  on  some  other  subjects? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  He  may  have ;  yes. 

Senator  Kebn.  Do  you  remember  whether  he  did  or  not? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  remember  that  he  did ;  no,  sir.    He  may  have 

id  something  else. 

Senator  Kern.  What  time  did  you  get  that  telephone  mes.sage  on 

e  2.>th ! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  must  have  gotten  it  at  about  noon,  I  should  think. 

Senator  Kern.  After  you  received  it  you  called  up  Mr.  Lorimer? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No;  no. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  not  call  up  Mr.  Lorimer  after  Mr.  Hines 

d  directed  you  to  call  him  up  by  telephone? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Not  then,    I  did  not  call  him  then.    I  called  him  later 

tlie  evening,  I  tried  to  get  him  from — oh,  I  should  think  9 
■hick  to  pretty  close  to  12  oclock.  It  was  pretty  hard  to  get  the 
re  to  Springfield. 

Senator  Kern.  In  your  testimony  before  the  Helm  committee  I 
ink  vou  testified  that  this  telephone  message  came  from  Mr.  Hines, 
■ecting  you  to  call  up  Senator  Lorimer,  and  then  you  said:  ''And 
lid  so." 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes.  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Do  you  say  now  that  you  could  not  get  Senator 
■rimer  until  later  in  the  day? 

Mr.  WiEHE,  I  did  not  try  to  get  him  until  after  dinner  in  the 
?ning. 

Senator  Kern.  About  what  time  did  you  get  him  ? 
Mr.  Wiehe.  Close  to  12  o'clock  I  think  it  was. 
Senator  Kern.  That  night? 
Mr.  Wiehe,  Yes. 

Senator  Kebn.  How  long  had  you  been  making  an  effort  to  get 
n? 

Mr.  Wiehe,  For  several  hours. 

Senator  Kern.  What  did  you  tell  him  when  you  finally  got  him? 
Mr.  Wiehe,  I  told  him  what  Mr,  Hines  said. 
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Senator  Kekn.  I  am  not  asking  you  that.  I  am  asking  you  to 
give  the  words. 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  could  not  give  you  the  words  exactly. 

Senator  Kekn.  Of  course,  you  can  not  give  the  exact  words,  but 
you  can  give  the  substance  of  the  conversation.  I  wish  you  would 
tax  vour  memoir  now. 

Mr.  WizHE.  I  could  not  give  you  the  exact  words.  I  would  not 
attempt  to  do  it. 

Senator  Kern.  I  assume  that  no  man  could ;  but  you  can  give  the 
substance  of  that  message,  the  same  as  you  give  the  substance  of  the 
telephone  message  that  you  heard  Mr.  Hines  send  to  Senator  Lor- 
imer? 

Mr.  Wbehe.  Yes,  I  told  Senator  Lorimer  that  Mr.  Hines  had 
telephoned  me  and  would  come  right  on  down  to  Springfield,  and 
that  he  told  me  to  tell  him  that  the  administration  was  with  him. 

Senator  Kehn,  Ih  that  all  you  said  to  Senator  Lorimer! 

Mr,  WiEHB.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  What  did  he  say  in  reply? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  He  told  me  to  stop  Mr.  Hines  from  going  to  Spring- 
field ;  that  as  soon  as  I  should  see  him  to  tell  him  to  go  to  the  tele- 
phone and  call  him  up. 

Senator  Kern.  Dia  he  tell  you  why  he  wanted  Mr.  Hines  stopped! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  He  said  he  did  not  think  that  he  could  get  down  there 
in  time  before  the  vote  was  taken  at  noon  to  do  any  good;  that  he 
had  better  use  the  long-distance  telephone. 

Senator  Kern.  Was  there  anything  else  that  Senator  Lorimer 
told  you! 

Mr.  WiEUE.  No. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  say  anything  in  response  to  that? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  said  that  I  would  go  down  to  the  train  in  the  morn- 
ing and  see  Mr.  Hines  and  stop  him  from  going  through. 

Senator  Kern.  So  that  it  was  in  response  to  the  request  of  Senator 
Lorimer's  that  you  met  Mr.  Hines  at  the  station  at  8,55  the  follow- 
ing morning? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes. 

Senator  Kebn.  When  you  met  him,  you  told  him  that  Mr.  Cook 
and  Mr.  O'Brien  were  there,  and  then  you  arranged  with  him  there 
that  be  was  to  meet  them  at  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel  at  about  11 
o'clock? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern,  And  then  you  went  back  to  the  Hines  office! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  As  soon  as  you  could,  and  called  up  Mr.  Cook  and 
Mr.  O'Brien,  and  notified  them? 

Mr,  WiEHE.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern  (continuing).  Of  the  appointment  that  you  had 
made  for  Mr.  Hines  with  them? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes. 

Senator  Keen.  You  remained  at  the  office  until  about  what  tune? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Ob,  I  remained  there,  I  should  think,  until  probtO^ly 
half-past  10  or  a  quarter  of  11. 

Senator  Kern.  You  had  no  other  communication  with  Mr.  Hines 
in  the  meantime! 
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[r.  Weehe.  No.    I  do  not  ttunk  I  had  anj  further  communica- 

1  excepting  that  I  called  him  up  and  told  hun  to  come  over  there; 

t  that  would  be  satisfactory.    I  may  have  done  that 

enator  Kebn.  If  you  called  him  up  at  all,  that  is,  if  you  had  any 

ther  communication  with  him,  it  was  simply  to  complete  the  ar- 

gement  for  the  meeting  for  11  o'clock  at  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel  I 

(r.  WiEHE.  That  is  right. 

enator  Keen.  Then,  after  leaving  the  office  of  the  Hlnes  Lumber 

,  you  went  directly  to  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel  t 

[r.  WiKHB.  Yes. 

enator  Keen.  You  had  not  seen  Mr.  Baker  Mnce  you  left  him  at 

Union  Station! 

[r.  WiEHB.  Ko,  sir;  not  until  I  saw  him  in  the  room  with  Cook 

O'Brien. 

enator  Kisbn.  That  is  what  I  understood  you  to  say  yesterday. 
[r.  WiBHB.  Yes. 

enator  Kehn.  You  did  not  see  Mr.  Baker  again  until  you  saw  him 
Ir.  Cook's  room  at  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel? 
[r.  WiEHE.  No. 
enator  Kehn.  Do  you  know  who  got  to  the  hotel  first,  you  or 

Hines! 

[r.  WiEHE.  I  think  Mr.  Hines  did. 

enator  Kern.  Have  you  any  distinct  recollection  on  that  point? 
[r.  Wiehe.  No;  I  have  not.    I  testified  before  the  Helm  committee 
;  I  met  them  in  the  rotunda.    That  was  my  recollection,  but  I  do 
think  that  was  so. 

enator  Kern.  Well,  you  thought  it  was  true  when  you  testified  to 
;  Springfield,  did  you  not? 

[r,  Wiehe.  Yes;  that  was  my  recollection  at  the  time, 
enator  Kern.  And  that  time  was  much  nearer  the  event  testified 
lian  the  present  time! 

[r.  Wiehe.  No,  not  very  much;  two  or  three  months.    That  was  in 
il  and  this  is  in  July. 

enator  Kern.  Your  recollection  was  not  so  good  then,  as  to  the 
it  that  occurred  in  March,  1909,  as  it  is  now! 
'.T.  Wiehe.  I  do  not  know  as  it  is  anv  better  or  worse, 
snator  Kern.  Did  you  not  testify  in  the  Helm  investigation  on 

subject  as  follows : 

And  were  you  there  with  Mr.  Cook  and  Mr.  O'Brien? 
eferring  to  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel — 

Well,  I  don't  know  whether  I  wne  there  first  or  Mr.  Htnes  was  there  Brat, 
[  was  there,  and  waa  In  the  Joint  meeting  with  them, 
id  you  give  that  testimony? 
r.  Wiehe.  Yes,  sir. 

mator  Kern.  Then,  a  little  further  along  in  the  testimony  before 
Helm  committee  (I  am  reading  from  page  174),  this  question 

asked  you : 


id  you  testify  to  that? 

r.  Wiehe.  I  stated  so  a  minute  ago. 
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Sewator  Kxtn  (continuing  reading) : 
■     <J.  Xnd  did  yon  go  from  there  to  any  other  part  of  the  boM?— A.  te«:  we 
went  to,  I  think  It  wma,  jKr.  Cook's  rootd, 

Q.  Whtf  w«nt  to  Xt.  CWM'i  MoM  tMt  iMfttitngl—A.  I  tMMc  Hf.  (T&flen, 
HV.  Ook,  Ifr.  imac  B«ker,  Hr.  Htoes,  ud  myself. 

Was  thit  ycftir  testimony^ 

Mr.  WraHE.  Yts. 

Senator  Kkkn.  You  say  now  that  youf  recollection  is  tbaC  yon  (fid 
Dot  meet  them  in  the  rotunda  of  the  notel? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  think  that  is  the  fact;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  After  you  got  to  that  room  and  had  been  there  a 
while,  this  telephone  conversation  occurred,  which  yon  have  givMi. 
I  think  you  have  already  Ktated  that  there  was  no  other  conver^ti^n 
going  on  in  the  room  while  the  telephone  conversation  occurred  ? 

Mr,  WiEHE.  1  do  not  think  there  was;  no. 

Senator  Kern,  That  telephone  conversation  only  consumed  a  min- 
ute or  two,  I  suppose? 

Mr,  AViEHE,  \ot  very  long.  It  was  long  enough  to  say  those 
words. 

Senator  Kern.  Do  you  pretend  to  give  all  the  telephone  conversa- 
tion? 

Mr.  WiEHE,  I  do  not. 

Senator  Kekn.  Of  course  you  do  not  know,  then,  what  the  remain- 
der of  it  was  about;  that  is,  the  part  that  you  do  not  pretend  to  give* 

Mr,  WiEire.  I  have  given  the  substance  of  it.  That  is  all  I  could 
give  you.    To  repeat  it  word  for  word,  I  would  not  pretend  to  do. 

Senator  Kebn.  In  your  testimony  l>efore  the  Helm  committee  this 
question  was  asked  you : 

Q,  But  yoii  do  rewitl.  verj'  illHtlnetl.v,  tlie  iimK'i'Katli'n  ivtiU'li  Mr.  TliiB-M  I'od 

To  which  you  answered : 

Well,  I  refsll  tbiit  iHirtton  of  It:  yes. 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  meant  me  substance  of  it.  In  my  testimony  at 
Springfield  I  only  gave  the  substance. 

Senator  Kebn.  Did  you  pretend  then  and  do  you  pretend  now  to 
give  the  whole  of  the  substance  of  it? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  am  giving  you  the  substance  of  the  conversirtion, 
I  do  not  pretend  to  give  it  all — everythisg  that  was  said.  I  do  not 
know  that  I  could. 

Senator  Kern.  In  the  Helm  investigation  testimony — I  am  sim- 
ply calling  your  attention  to  it  in  oi^ef  that  yon  may  erxf^krn — T 
will  read  from  page  175  first,  and  then  from  page  176,  giving  your 
version  of  the  conversation : 

r  on  the  long-dratance  telephone,  and  be 
K. 

On  page  176  you  testified : 

I  have  JiiBt  talked  wltb  the  governor,  nnd  he  will  do  what  you  request  bin 
to  do. 

That  is  an  instance  where  you  are  giving  the  substance  and  not 
pretending  to  follow  the  words- 
Mr.  WiEHE,  I  was  just  giving  the  substance  of  what  was  said. 
That  was  all. 
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enator  Kern.  In  an  answer  on  page  175  of  this  Helm  testiiBOB; 
said,  in  giving  your  versicsi  of  the  conversation  f 
lu  know  what  tbe  administration  wants. 
n  page  176  you  say ; 

lu  know  bow  tbe  administration  feels  In  r^ard  to  tbe  matter, 
an  you  give  us  any  idea  as  to  which  of  those  versions  W58  more 
•ly  correct? 

[r.  WiEHE,  No:  I  could  not.  The  sense  of  the  thing  W»s  «}\  1 
giving  there. 

enator  Kern.  In  both  conversations  you  say: 
iw.  leave  no  stone  unturned  to  be  elected. 

1  that  part  of  the  conversation  you  are  giving  the  exact  words, 
you  not? 

.r.  Wi£UE.  I  presume  so;  the  substance  of  what  was  said.  I  do 
know  whether  it  was  the  exact  words. 

snator  Kern.  You  do  not  know  whether  he  said  then  "  leave  no 
e  unturned  to  be  elected  "? 

'r.  WiEHE.  That  was  my  recoUectionj  or  I  would  not  have  stated 
I  am  simply  given  my  recollection  of  the  substance  of  what  was 

;nator  Kemh.  You  have  already  said  that  you  are  not  pretending 
ive  the  exact  words.  May  he  have  used  ouier  words  which  were 
equivalent  of  those  words? 

f.  WiEHE.  No ;  I  think  that  is  the  substance  of  what  he  said. 
enator  Kern.  Do  von  mean  to  say  those  are  the  words  that  he 
I? 

r,  WiEHE.  No. 

3nator  Keb».  Then,  what  you  mean  to  say  is  that  the  words  used 
'  either  those  words  or  the  equivalent  of  those  words? 
r.  WiEHE.  Yes. 

;nator  Keh?i.  That  is.  in  your  judgment? 
r.  WiEHE,  To  my  recollection ;  yes. 

mator  Kehk.  In  the  first  ccmversation  (p.  75),  "'  I  will  go  down 
pringfield  if  necessary  in  the  morning  ;  and  in  the  second  con- 
ation, "  I  will  come  down  there  if  you  want  me  to,  either  to-ni^t 
I  the  morning,'" 

r.  WiEHE.  I  think  that  is  correct, 
snator  Kern.  WTiat,  the  latter  or  the  former? 
r.  WiEHE.  The  latter. 

tnator  Kebn.  After  you  left  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel,  which  was 
it  noon,  you  went  with  Mr,  Hines  directly  to  the  Union  League 

r,  WiBHE,  Yes,  sir. 

uiator  Kern.  For  lunch? 

r.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir. 

inator  Kern.  And  you  took  luncheon  with  Mr.  Hines  at  that 

? 

r.  WiEHB.  Yes,  sir. 

tnator  Kern.  You  were  both  munbers  of  the  club? 

p.  WiEHE.  Yefi,  sir. 

mator  Kern.  The  dub  has  a  very  large  membership? 

r.  WiEHK.  Tes,  sir. 
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Senator  Kbkn.  And  it  is  a  very  busy  place  usually,  between  la 
and  1  o'clock! 

Mr.  WniHE.  Yes^r. 

Senator  Kebn.  Wbere  tbe  business  men  of  Chicago  are  in  the 
habit  of  cominffin  for  their  lunch  t 

Mr.  WiEHE.  X  es,  sir. 

Senator  Kkrs.  And  it  was  80  on  that  day,  I  presume! 

Mr.  WzBHE.  I  presume  so. 

Senator  Keen.  Did  you  and  Mr,  Hines  take  lunch  alwte  i 

Mr.  WuHB.  Yes,  sir. 

S^atoT  Keen.  There  was  nobody  else  sitting  at  the  tablet 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Ebkn.  You  remained  there  about  two  hours? 

Mr.  WnsHB.  I  should  think  so. 

Senator  Kern.  About  how  long  were  you  occupied  with  your 
luncheon  1 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  think  we  got  downstairs  from  luncheon  about  a 
quarter  after  2  or  10  minutes  after  2. 

Senator  Kern.  I  mean,  how  long  after  you  got  there  before  you 
finished  your  luncheon  I 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  think  it  was  about  an  hour  from  the  time  we  or- 
dered until  we  got  through  and  left  the  dining  room. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  any  of  that  large  number  of  pteople  who  were 
there  in  or  about  the  dining  room  speak  to  Mr.  Hines  in  the  dining 
room! 

Mr.  WiEiiE.  I  do  not  recollect  that,    I  do  not  think  so, 

Senator  Kern,  You  do  not  remember  whether  anybody  did? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  I  do  not  think  so.  I  think  we  went  right  to  the  table 
and  sat  down. 

Senator  Kebn.  The  room  was  pretty  well  filled  with  men  eating? 

Mr.  WiBHB.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  There  were  small  tables  around  with  men  sitting 
at  them? 

Mr,  WiBHE.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  anybody  come  over  to  Mr.  Hines? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Senator  Kern.  He  had  been  away  from  home  quite  awhile,  had 
he  not  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  He  had  a  very  large  circle  of  friends  in  the  Union 
League  Club  ? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Y^%  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  He  had  been  away  practically  since  the  fall  before? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  he  came  into  the  dining 
room  among  his  friends  and  that  nobody  came  over  where  he  was 
to  talk  with  him? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  anything  about  it. 

Senator  Kern.  You  do  not  know  anything  about  it? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  recollect  that  anybody  did  talk  to  him. 

Senator  Kern.  You  have  no  recollection  at  all  on  the  subject? 

Mr.  WiEHE,  No,  sir.    It  did  not  make  any  impression  on  my  mind. 

Senator  Kern.  Then  you  came  down  stairs  into  the  lobby  or  the 
lounging  room? 
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Mr.  WiEHE,  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kekn.  There  were  a  large  number  of  people  passing  back- 
ward and  forward  then,  were  there  nott 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Keen.  And  did  anybody  speak  to  Mr.  Hines? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes;  I  think  a  number  of  people  spoke  to  him. 

Senator  Kekn.  You  were  with  himt 

Mr.  WrBHB.  Yes,  air. 

Senator  Kern.  Who  spoke  to  him  besides  Mr.  Hettler? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  think  he  talked  with  Mr.  Eckart. 

Senator  Kern,  Who  is  he? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  He  is  a  business  man  in  Chicago. 

Senator  Kebn.  Do  you  remember  the  conversation  between  him 
and  Mr.  Eckart  t 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No;  I  do  not.  I  was  not  close  enough  to  them  to 
hear  it. 

Senator  Kern.  Of  the  number  of  conversations  that  he  had  when 
you  and  he  were  together  while  you  were  there,  do  you  not  remember 
any  except  that  with  Mr,  Hettlert 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  think  he  had  any  extended  conversations 
with  anybody. 

Senator  Kxrn.  He  did  not  have  any  extended  ctwiversation  with 
HeUlert 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No. 

Senator  Kern.  You  say  it  was  only  a  moment's  passing  conversa- 
tion! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes. 

Senator  Kebn.  He  had  some  conversations  with  a  number  of 
other  people,  did  he  noti 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  Can  you  give  us  one  of  them! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  was  not  close  enough  to  hear  the  conversations  with 
other  people. 

Senator  Kern.  And  yet  you  were  in  his  company? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  After  we  came  down  from  the  dining  room  I  went 
over  to  the  table  and  got  a  newspaper  to  read. 

Senator  Kern.  You  were  not  with  him  downstairs? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  He  was  around,  away  from  me,  A  number  of  people 
talked  with  him,  but 

Senator  Kern.  You  do  not  remember  who  thev  were,  except 
Eckart! 

Mr.  Wbihe.  I  know  Eckart  talked  with  him.  I  am  pretty  posi- 
tive he  did. 

Senator  Kekn.  No  such  conversation  as  Hettler  detailed  there? 

Mr.  Weehe.  I  do  not  think  so ;  no,  sir.     I  know  so. 

Senator  Kern.  And  you  knew  that  when  you  were  at  Springfield, 
did  you  not! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes. 

Senator  Kebn.  You  were  at  Springfield  as  the  representative  of 
Mr.  Hines,  wereyou  not! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Well,  I  sent  a  card  in  there,  to  interrogate  Cook,  on 
which  I  put  such  a  statement. 

Senator  Kern.  That  was  true,  was  it  not  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  was  not  representing  Mr.  Hines  there. 
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Senator  Kern.  Did  you  not  so  state  in  that  note? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Not  through  any  instructions  from  him. 

Senator  Keen.  Did  you  not  state  in  that  note,  printed  on  page  192 
of  the  record  of  the  Helm  committee,  "  I  am  here  repreeenting  Mr. 
HinesjC.  F.  Wiehe"? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes.  I  was  there  to  represent  him,  to  ask  thoee  ques- 
tions, and  I  did  that  on  my  own  motion,  withoot  any  instructions 
from  Mr.  Hines. 

Senator  Kern.  The  day  on  which  yon  went  to  Springfield  wa? 
April  25,  was  it  not) 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  Mr.  Hettler  had  testified  on  the  13th  of  April.  12 
days  before  that? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Yea. 

Senator  Kbrn.  And  you  hod  read  his  testimony  in  the  newspapers? 

Mr,  Wiehe.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  Notwithstanding^  the  fact  that  you  were  there  pep- 
resenting  Mr.  Hines  on  that  occasion,  and  gave  your  te3tim(M)y  before 
the  committee,  and  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  you  examined  wit- 
nesses there  on  that  day 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  did  not  examine  witnesses. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  vou  not  ask  questions  t 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  examined  one  witness. 

Senator  Kern.  Nothwithstanding  those  facts,  you  did  not,  in  your 
testimony,  contradict  a  word  that  Hettler  had  said,  did  you  ? 

Mr,  WiEHB.  No,  There  were  some  other  things  that  I  did  aot 
say,  too. 

Senator  Kern.  But  you  did  not  contradict  Hettler? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  had  no  occasion.  I  was  not  asked  about  it.  I  was 
not  represented  by  counsel.  I  was  put  up  there  on  the  stand  and 
a.sked  questions,  and  I  answered  them  just  as  they  gave  them  to  me. 

Senator  Kebn.  And  then  you  came  in  there  and  asked  permission 
to  cross-examine  Mr,  Cook? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  asked  permission  to  ask  Mr.  Coak  a  few  questimis, 
which  I  did. 

Senator  Kern.  As  a  representative  of  Hinest 

Mr.  WiEHii.  Yee. 

Senator  Kern.  You  stated  in  your  testimony  that  you  went  to  the 
TTnion  I.ieague  Club,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Yes. 

Senator  Kbbn.  Did  you  testify  to  anything  that  occurred  there! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  T  said  I  Trent  there  to  lunch ;  yes. 

Senator  Kern.  And  did  it  not  occur  to  you  in  your  testim<my,  con- 
nected with  that,  to  say  that  the  stat^nent  given  by  Mr.  Hettler  was 
entirely  untrue  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  was  not  asked  the  question. 

Senator  Kern.  You  did  not  volunteer  anything,  did  you,  in  your 
testimony  i 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I  answered  the  questions  that  were  asked. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  not  give  any  testimtmy  before  the  Hebn 
cmnmittee  except  in  re^MHise  to  qsestJonst  — . 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  think  so. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  not  voluBteer  any  statement  at  all} 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  think  so.  I  ^mpfy  answered  the  questimfi 
that  were  asked  me. 
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Senator  Kebn.  Mr.  Hettler  says  that  Mr.  Hioes  boasted  of  having 
elected  Lorimer,  and  Ton  say  he  did  not  do  anything  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  Wuhb.  He  did  not  <»i  that  occasion;  no. 

Senator  Kcxn.  He  did  frequently,  did  be  not? 

Mr.  WiBHB.  I  do  not  think  so — not  fneqDMitly. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  he  ever! 

Senator  Kebn.  I  am  coming  to  that. 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  have  heard  him  say  that  he  thought  he  did  a  good 
deal  toward  his  election. 

Senator  Kjekn.  Was  not  this  stated  in  vour  testimony  at  Spring* 
field  (p.  181,  Helm  record) : 

Q.  Do  j-ou  tecall  any  statenirat  made  by  yu  tbat  Mr.  HlueH  tiilkitl  too 
much? — .V.  I  nuiy  have  niude  tbat  statement:  jen. 

Q.  That  Is  true.  Ifi  It,  he  ili>e»  talk  n  emit  ilwlV— A.  Well,  I  would  Ilktt  to 
explain. 

Q.  Certainly,  any  eitilauHtfon  you  want  tii  make  to  uh.— A.  What  I  menu  br 
that,  Ur.  Hiuen  felt  that  he  did  elect  I^irlnier. 

Q.  YeeV— A.  The  reiiwui  he  thoiij-ht  that  waa  that  he  had  regiieatwl  Oov, 
DeneeD  to  throw  the  supptirt  to  I-orlmer,  and  I>eneen  nald  he  would  do  It,  and 
Immediately  fallowlnK  tbat  Mr.  1.(irlmer  wax  elected,  and  Mr.  HInefl  auppoaed 
tbat  he  had  aaalsted  In  electloK  blm. 

Q.  Mr.  Hlnea  did  think,  aa  you  understood  It,  that  he  had  Induced  Oov. 
Deneen  to  aid  the  candidacy  of  Mr.  Lorimer?— ^A.  Tea. 

Q.  And  that  that  was  the  thing  that  brought  about  I^rlmer'a  HiK-cfaa? — A. 
TeA.  And  later,  wben  this  talk  about  money  beluK  naed  hi  the  election  of 
Lorimer,  Hr.  Hines  was  charged  with  havlnt;  used  the  mouey.  end  the  |Hi]iura 
hare  relentlegaly  kept  up  Chut  agitation  since  that 

Q.  N'ow,  Mr.  Hlnea's  belief  In  that  respect  was  known  to  yoti  by  what  Mr. 
Hines  told  you,  la  it  not? — A.  Tea:  and  what  I  knew  about  Mr.  Illiiea  hpfore. 

Q.  Tes.  Well.  In  order  to  know  what  hia  belief  was,  and  wluit  lila  oiihilou 
was,  you  got  yonr  information  from  him  direct,  did  you  not? — A.  Y(W. 

Q.  And  he  baaed  hia  opinion  and  bin  belief  upon  the  fact  that  h<>  iiiilui'i'il  on 
the  20th  ilay  of  May  In  a  lonfc-dlslance  telei>hone  convertiatlon  Hint  he  luid 
with  Got.  Deneen  to  throw  his  support  to  Mr.  T-orlmpr.  and  Hint  la  wbnl 
brought  about  the  result?— A.  And  that  Oov.  l>en«en  Mid  that  he  w<iuld  do  ho, 
and  r  believe  that  Mr.  Hines  believed  that  that  accom|ill*liHl  the  ri-anll. 

That  wa.s  your  testimony,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Practically  so ;  yea. 

Senator  Kern.  I  will  ask  you  if  you  did  not  wtatt'  further: 

Q.  Can  you  recall  any  conversation  that  yoii  had  with  Mr.  lllni-a  almul  the 
Section  of  Mr.  Lorimer  prior  to  the  midnight  ]annt  to  the  (Jrand  I'neltlc 
Hotel?— A.  I  conld  not  recollect  any  conversation  witti  lilm.  ItHcnnac  thei-e  wi-w 
so  many  conversations  that  one  of  them — It  would  Iw  very  huril  I"  ni-all  nn.v 
Itartlcular  conversation — 

And  so  forth. 

Was  that  your  testimony ! 

Mr.  Webhe,  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kebn.  Then  you  did  frequently  hear  Mr.  HineH  Hiiy  tliut 
he  had  elected  Mr.  Lorimer? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  No;  I  do  not  know  that  I  freqiientlv  heard  him  sny 
that. 

Senator  Kern.  If  he  did  say  it  to  Hettler 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  have  heard  Mr.  Hines  say  that  he  thoiight  his  talk 
with  Gov.  Deneem  did  a  great  deal  toward  eleoting  Ixtrimer. 

Soiator  Kebn.  Did  you  not  hear  him  say,  as  yon  state  bete,  (hat 
he  thought  he  had  elected  him? 

Mr.  WiBHB.  At  what  time? 
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Senator  Exbn.  At  any  time? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Oh,  yes;  I  have  heard  Mr.  Hines  say  that. 

Senator  Kern.  You  have  heard  Hines  say  that  he  elected  Ijorimer! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No. 

Senator  Kern.  That  he  thought  he  elected  Lorimer? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  No. 

Senator  Keen,  Never  heard  him  say  that? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  never  heard  him  say  that  he  elected  Lorimer.  I 
heard  him  say  that  he  thought  he  had  assisted  in  the  election  of 
Lorimer. 

Senator  Kern.  There  was  nothing  so  very  remarkable  then,  after 
these  repeated  talks  of  his,  or  before  these  repeated  talks,  in  his 
having  made  the  statement  to  Mr.  Hettler  "  I  elected  Lorimer.  I 
brought  about  his  election." 

Mr.  WiEHE.  There  was  nothing  remarkable  about  it,  but  I  do 
not  think  he  would  make  that  statement  to  Hettler. 

Senator  Kern.  Nothing  peculiar,  from  the  number  of  times  you 
heard  him  make  that  statement,  sudi  as  I  have  stated.  You  are  only 
sure  that  none  of  these  conversations  was  with  Mr.  Hettler. 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Not  while  I  was  present.  He  may  have  had  that  talk 
with  Mr.  Hettler  some  other  time;  I  do  not  know  about  that,  but  not 
while  I  was  present. 

Senator  Kern.  And  you  have  a  distinct  recollectJon  of  just  what 
he  said  to  Hettler? 

Mr.  Wjehe.  Not  exactly ;  no.    The  substance  of  what  he  said. 

Senator  Kern.  Mr.  Hines  telephoned  you  on  the  night  you  refer 
to,  when  Cook  and  O'Brien  turned  up  in  Chicago,  that  somebody 
at  Duiuth  had  told  him  that  Cook  had  been  talking  too  much,  or 
something  to  that  effect,  and  that  there  were  some  grand-jury  sub- 

Ecenas  out  for  Cook  and  O'Brien,  and  for  you  to  go  down  to  the 
otel  and  tell  them  to  avoid  the  subpoena? 

Mr.  Wieiie.    Tell  them  to  keep  out  of  the  way. 

Senator  Kern.  To  keep  out  of  the  way  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Until  the  matter  had  blown  over.  I  presume  my 
own  impression  was  about  the  subpoena. 

Senator  Kern.  I  wish  you  would  tell  the  conmiittee  just  what  it 
was  he  told  you  about  the  party  at  Duiuth. 

Mr,  WiEHE.  He  said  somebody  at  Duiuth  had  telephoned  him. 

Senator  Kebn.  Did  he  say  who? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  think  he  did ;  no. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  not  testify  before  the  Helm  committee  in 
effect  that  Hines  had  known  that  there  was  a  possibility  of  their 
being  subpcenaed  before  the  grand  jury  the  next  morning? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Well,  was  not  that  information? 

Senator  Kebn.  You  so  testified,  did  you  ? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Do  you  not  think  tjie  statement  I  have  just  made  was 
information  ? 

Senator  Kebn.  I  am  asking  you  wbrther  yon  so  testified. 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I  think  I  did ;  yes. 

Senator  K^tN.  He  did  not  tell  you  that  somebody  from  Dulath 
had  informed  him  that  Cook  and  O'Brien  were  to  be  subpoenaed 
before  the  grand  jury,  did  he? 

Mr.  WiBHB.  That  is  what  I  said  a  few  minutes  ago. 
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Senator  Kern.  Did  you  testify  as  follows  at  the  Helm  investi- 
gation (p.  176,  Helm  record) : 

A.  Why,  Mr.  Hlnea — somebody  had  loformed  blni  thill  Cook  iiuil  O'Brfeii  were 
to  be  subixeutieil  before  the  Kriind  Jury,  and  nt  that  time  Mr.  Iliiies,  owlu);  to 
bis  relacioDB  with  the  admlQlstiBtlon.  their  asking  hiDi  to  act  <is  a  messenger 
and  see  Gov.  Deneen,  Ije  did  not  feel  as  if  he  wauted  thiit  dlacloBed  at  the  time, 
and  he  nsked  lue  to  go  dowD  nnd  see  Mr.  Cook  and  O'Brien  iind  nuk  tlieui  to 
keep  out  of  the  way  UDtil  this  tlilag  was  over. 

Was  that  your  testimony  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes. 

Senator  Keen.  Did  he  tell  you  that  over  (he  telephone? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Did  he  tell  me  what? 

Senator  Kekn.  What  I  have  just  read. 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  would  not  say  that  he  told  me  al!  of  it  over  the  tele- 
phone. 

Senator  Kbhn.  Did  you  testify  on  the  Helm  investigation,  in  re- 
sponse to  a  request  that  you  tell  exactly  what  Hines  said  over  the 
telephone,  as  follows: 

He  nslted  me  to  fco  down  and  Bee  Cook  and  CBrlen.  wtio  were  at  the  (iranil 
Pacific  Hotel,  and  iisli  tbem  to  lieep  out  of  the  way,  on  account  of  tills  giaiiil- 
Jury  iDvestigHtloD  that  be  thought  was  pending." 

Did  you  so  testify? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  suppose  so,  if  the  record  says  that  there. 
Senator  Kebn.  Will  you  state  whether  these  questions  and  answers 
were  propounded  and  given  (p.  177,  Helm  record) : 

Q.  Well,  do  you  know  wtiy  Mr.  Hines  was  interested  in  keeping  witueases  out 
of  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  grand  Jury? — A.  Well,  he  thought  he  was — be  would 
probably  be  drawn  Into  the  matter. 

Q.  Do  you  know  why  he  thought  he  would  be  drawn  into  the  matter? — A. 
Well,  because  a  number  of  people  had  apoken  to  him  alwnt  it  I  suppnse.     I 
don't  linow  why.    He  never  said  that  to  me. 
Was  that  your  testimony? 
Mr.  WiEHE.  I  think  so. 

Senator  Kern.  State  whether  at  the  Helm  investigation  you  testi- 
fied anything  about  any  conversation  with  a  party  at  Dnliith. 
Mr.  WiEHE.  No;  I  think  I  said  that  he  had  information. 
Senator  Kern.  I  understand  you  to  say  that  you  only  stayed  there 
a  little  while  at  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel. 
Mr.  WiEiiE.  Not  very  long. 

Senator  Kern.  Were  Cook  and  O'Brien  together  all  that  time? 
Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  To  refresh  you  recollection,  Mr,  O'Brien  testified 
that  when  you  first  addressed  them  you  were  right  near  him,  but 
later  on  "  I  think  that  he  (that  is,  you)  started  to  go  out,  and  then 
he  (you)  stopped,  and  Mr.  Cook  went  over  to  where  he  was  and 
th^  stood  there  and  talked  for  quite  a  spell  and  I  was  sitting  back." 
Did  anything  of  that  kind  occur  i 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Not  talking  quite  a  spell.     I  do  not  know  what  that 
means.     I  was  there  only  a  very  few  minutes. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  have  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Cook,  as 
indicated  by  Mr.  O'Brien,  apart  from  Mr.  O'Brien? 
Mr.  WiEHE.  I  may  have,  I  would  not  say  that  I  did  not. 
Senator  Kern.  But  you  do  not  have  a  recollection  of  it? 
Mr.  WtEHE.  No,  sir. 
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Senator  Kkbn.  CkHnin^  now  to  the  smoking  car  incident.  Yoo 
have  a  distinct  recollection  as  to  where  you  sat  with  reier«ioe  to 
the  window  J 

Mr,  WiEHE,  I  have  now ;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  You  have  a  distinct  recollection  that  the  young 
Canadian,  McGowan,  sat  next  to  the  window  I 

Mr,  WrEHE.  I  have  now. 

Senator  Keen.  You  sat  next  to  him? 

Mr,  WiEHE.  Yes, 

Senator  Kebn,  (.'nsson  sat  next  to  you.  Can  yon  state  where  any- 
body else  sat  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes;  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser  sat  next  to  me. 

Senator  Kern,  I  thought  Cusson  sat  next  to  you. 

Mr,  Wiehe.  He  did  on  one  side,  hut  there  were  two  sides  of  inc. 
you  know. 

Senator  Kern,  I  thought  you  said  McGowan  sat  on  one  side? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Oh,  yes.  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser  sat  next  to  Cusson,  in 
the  corner. 

Senator  Kern.  You  did  not  have  three  sides? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  No;  that  is  right.     I  beg  your  pardon. 

Senator  Kern.  McGowan  sat  nest  to  the  window  and  you  next  to 
McGowan  ? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes, 

Senator  Kern.  Cusson  sut  next  to  yon,  nnd  then  who  next? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  And  then  Mr,  Weyerhaeuser  .sat  in  the  corner. 

Senator  Kern.  Sut  in  the  corner.  There  were  four  men  on  the 
seat? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Four  men  on  tlie  seat :  yes. 

Senator  Kern.  Then  Mr.  Johnson  and  Mr.  Burgess  occupied 
chairs  ? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  And  the  other  gentlemen  stood  up  aroiuid  in  the 
coinpartment  ? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  The  man  who  was  here  the  other  day  sat  on  the  wash- 
stand. 

Senator  Kekn.  ITiere  was  a  man  named  Harper  there  ? 

Mr.  WiBHF..  No;   Mr.  Harper  was  not  in  the  pmoking  room  at  a!J, 

Senator  Kern.  The  Harper  that  was  a  witness  before  the  Helm 
investigation  is  a  partner  in  tliis  insurance  firm  with  Shields! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  ICern.  He  is  Mr.  Shields's  partner? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes:  and  a  stockholder  in  the  Virginia  &  Rainy 
Uke  Co. 

Senator  Kern.  So  that  you  have  fixed  now  in  your  mind  the  exact 
location  of  ali  the  parties  in  the  car? 

>Ir.  Wiehe.  Not  all  the  parties  in  the  car. 

Senator  Kern.  I  mean  in  the  smoking  compartment. 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  I  will  ask  you  whether  on  the  Helm  investigating 
committee  you  were  unable  to  remember  whether  you  occupied  a 
sofa  or  whether  you  occupied  a  chair? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  so  stated  here  a  few  moments  ago.  My  recollection 
was  not  good  then. 

Senator  Kern.  That  you  were  not  able  to  state  how  anybody  was 
arranged  in  that  compartment? 
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Mr.  WiRBs.  Mt  recollection  at  that  time  was  such  that  I  ooidd  not 
state  exactly  where  I  sat;  no,  sir. 

Senator  Kbrn.  Your  mind  was  a  perfect  blank  on  the  Bubject  as 
to  where  you  sat,  whether  on  a  chair  or  a  aofa,  and  as  to  how  anyone 
present  was  located  with  reference  to  any  other  person! 

Mr.  WiEHK.  I  knew  positively  that  I  did  not  sit  in  a  chair. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  not  testify  this  way  in  the  Helm  investiga- 
tion (p.  186) : 


Mr.  WiBHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kebn.  You  testified  to  that( 

Mr.  WiBHB,  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  And  further: 

Q.  Do  yon  Icnow  how  the  dltterent  men  were  arrnnged  nbont  the  roomV — A. 
No;  I  do  not, 

Q.  Baye  you  any  Fecol]«ction  of  It? — A.  No;  I  have  not.  I  don't  think  I 
could  say  }ast  how  they  were  arranged. 

Q.  Don't  you  refflember  yon  were  sitting  on  a  leather  couch  along  the  win- 
dow?— A.  Well,  I  may  have  been;  I  don't  remMnber. 

Q.  Do  you  remember  how  these  passengers  were  sitting— the  juen  whose 
Identity  you  say  you  don't  know? — A.  No;  t  don't. 

Q.  Do  yon  remember  that  one  of  those  m^i  was  sitting  directly  across  from 
you  on  a  chair? — A.  Well,  he  may  have  been;  I  would  not  say  that  he  was  or 
was  not. 

Was  that  your  testimony! 
Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  Kow,  if  you  had  no  recollection  of  any  of  these 
subjects  at  that  time,  when  did  the  recollection  come  to  yout 
Mr.  WiEHE.  Well,  right  after  that. 
Senator  Kebn.  How  soon  after  that! 

Mr.  WiBHB.  I  discussed  that  with  Mr.  Cusson  right  after  I  tes- 
tified. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  you  ask  to  be  recalled  in  order  that  you  might 
correct  your  testimony! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No.  It  was  such  a  minor  thing  I  did  not  think  it 
was  necessary;  it  had  nothing  to  do  with  this  Lorimer  matter,  that 
I  know  of,  whether  I  was  sitting  in  that  chair  in  any  position  or  in 
that  compartment. 

Senator  Kern.  What  was  it  Mr.  Cusson  said  that  called  all  this 
hack  to  you ! 

Mr.  WiEHE,  Well,  he  first  said  that  he  thought  I  sat  nest  to  thi 

Canadian,  and  he  described  the  man  and  told  me  that  I  sat  on  the 

sofa,  and  that  Mr.  Johnson  sat  in  a  chair,  and  Mr.  Bui^ss  sat  in 

a  chair. 

Senator  Kern.  Well,  did  vou  remember  as  soon  as  he  told  you! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No;  I  did  not. 

Senator  Kern.  When  did  you  be^n  to  remember ' 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Why,  when  Mr.  Price  and  Mr.  McGowan  came  here 

I  talked  it  over  with  them  again,  and  Mr.  Cusson  also,  and  Mr. 

Johnson,  and  when  we  all  got  together  it  kind  of  came  back  to  me. 

Senator  Kern.  When  you   all  got  together,  then  your  memory 

cleared  up! 

Mr,  WiEHE.  Yes ;  it  gave  me  a  better  recollection  of  the  situation. 
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Senator  Kern.  Is  it  a  fact  or  is  it  not  a  fact  that  you  assumed 
that  they  were  right  in  their  recollection ! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No ;  I  do  not  think  sa 

Senator  Kern.  Mr.  McOowan  was  a  very  talkative  young  man, 
was  he  not  t 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  recollect  that  he  was.  He  may  have  done 
some  talking  on  this  reciprocity  business. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  he  not  impress  you  as  being  a  talkative  young 
man? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No ;  I  would  not  say  that  he  did. 

Senator  Kern.  You  were  nearer  to  him  than  anybody  else  in  this 
compartment } 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes.  My  recollection  is  that  he  did  not  do  very 
much  talking. 

Senator  Kern.  That  is  your  recollection ! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  Do  you  remember  anything  he  said  at  allt 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  do  not;  no,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Do  you  know  anything  Mr.  Burgess  said! 

Mr.  WiEHK.  No;  I  do  not  except  in  the  general  talk  they  had 
alwut  the  tariff  and  reciprocity. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  he  take  part  in  the  tariff  discussion! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  think  be  did. 

Senator  Kern.  Which  side  was  he  on! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  do  not  know  which  side  he  was  on.  I  was  not  pay- 
ing much  attention  to  it. 

Senator  Kern.  You  and  Mr.  Hines  bad  been  talking  together,  rig^t 
in  the  main  part  of  the  cart 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  And  you  had,  I  suppose  in  <Nrder  to  relax  a  little, 
gotten  up  and  moved  into  the  smoking  car!  You  had  not  any  par- 
ticular business  in  there! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  don't  know  why  I  went  in  there. 

Senator  Kern.  Just  moving  around,  you  went  in  tha*e! 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I  got  in  there  in  some  way. 

Senator  Kern.  You  had  not  been  there  very  Icaig  until  Mr.  Hioes 
called  you  out! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  To  continue  your  talk  on  business! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes;  we  had  bought  out  a  lumber  company  at  Winton, 
and  we  were  going  over  those  matters. 

Senator  Fi^etchbr.  Since  refreshing  your  memory,  do  you  recall 
whether  when  Mr.  Cusson  came  in  you  moved  along  so  as  to  give  him 
a  seat  between  you  and  Mr.  Weyerhaeuser! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Well,  as  I  tell  you,  my  recollectitHi  is  that  he  was  in 
there  when  I  came  in.  That  is  what  I  think.  I  do  not  know  how  I 
got  that  impression,  but  that  is  my  impression,  my  recollection. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Where  was  Mr.  Hines  when  he  telephoned  you 
to  go  down  and  see  Cook  and  O'Brien  at  the  Grand  Pacific  Hotel! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Well,  I  supposed  he  was  at  his  bouse  in  Evanston,  HI. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  know  Cook  and  O'Brien  bet^i}faan  he 
did,  have  a  closer  relationship  with  them ! 

Mr.  WiEBx.  No ;  I  suppose  I  knew  th^n  about  a^o^  anybody  wa» 
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Senator  Kenton.  Did  he  ever  tell  you  why  he  did  not  telephone 
directljto  them ! 

Mr.  WiEHB.  "So;  he  did  oot.    I  supposed  that  he  wanted  me  to  go 
down  there  because  I  was  right  close  there. 

Senator  KxNTON.  You  went  solely  because  Mr.  Hinee  requested 
you  to  do  so  over  the  telephone  1 

Mr.  WiEHE.  That  is  all.    I  was  simply  a  messenger. 
Senator  Kbnton.  You  supposed  at  that  time  they  had  been  sub- 
poenaed as  witnesses  t 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Why,  I  did  not  know  anything  about  it. 
Senator  K^ntom.  Did  he  tell  you  that  he  understood  they  had  been 
subpoenaed,  or  that  subpcenas  had  been  issued  for  them? 

Mr.  WtBHE.  That  is  as  I  recollect  it.  That  is  the  impression  that 
^as  made  on  me,  that  subp<Bnaes  had  been  issued,  and  that  this  in- 
vestigation was  going  on  and  to  keep  out  of  the  way  of  it  until  it 
■was  over. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Why  did  you  understand  or  why  did  he  tell  you 
that  he  wanted  them  to  keep  out  of  the  way ) 
Mr,  WiEHE.  Why  did  I  understand  ? 
Senator  Kemton.  Yes. 

Mr.  WiEHE,  I  do  not  know,  excepting  my  own  opinion  of  it.  This 
man  Cook  had  dene  a  lot  of  talking.  I  did  not  think  that  Mr.  Hines 
wanted  to  have  this  administration  talk  and  his  talk  to  Deneen  come 
out.  If  it  had  been  me,  I  would  have  let  Cook  go  on  and  talk  and 
get  it  out  of  his  system. 
Senator  Kebn.  Why  did  you  want  O'Brien  to  leave! 
Mr.  WiEHH.  I  did  not  ask  him  to  leave. 

Senator  Keen.  You  asked  him  to  keep  oat  of  the  way  of  the  grand 
jury  subpcena. 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  was  talking  jointly  to  them. 

Senator  Kebn.  Why  didn't  you  simply  tell  Cook  to  keep  out  of  the 

Mr.  WiEHE.  They  were  both  together  there  and  I  talked  to  them. 

Senator  Kenton.  Just  what  did  you  say  to  them  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  said  Mr.  Hines  had  telephoned  me  that  he  had  gut 
information  or  had  got  a  telephone  communication  from  Duluth 
that  subpoenas  had  been  issued  for  them,  and  to  keep  out  of  the  way 
of  the  matter  until  the  present  gnrnd  jury  investigation  was  over. 

Senator  Eern.  Did  Mr.  Hines  tell  you  over  the  phone  to  get  out 
of  the  way  as  welt  as  Cook? 

Mr,  WiEHE.  Well,  I  could  not  say  as  to  that. 

Senator  Kenton.  He  used  the  word  "  they  "? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Cook  and  O'Brien  meant  one  to  me,  because  they  were 
partners  and  they  were  there  together. 

Senator  Kenton.  But  whatever  you  did  there  you  did  not  on  your 
own  initiative,  but  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Hines  t 

Mr,  WiEHB.  If  I  had  had  it  to  do  I  would  have  told  them  to  go 
ahead  and  go  before  the  ^and  jury,  and  tell  everything  they  knew 
if  they  wanted  to  tell  it.    That  was  my  own  judgment  awiut  it. 

Senator  Kenton.  When  you  saw  Mr.  Shields  in  Chicago  about 
10  days  ago,  did  you  see  him  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Hines! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No;  I  did  not. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Did  you  telegraph  him  to  come  to  Chicago  at 
the  request  of  Mr.  Hinesf 
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Mr.  WiBHB.  No,  air. 

Senator  Kenfok.  Did  you  ever  talk  with  Mr.  Hines  beft>re  joa 
tekgsaphed  him  about  wMt  Mr.  Shields  knew  «-  "what  be  had  been 

doing? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Yes;  after  I  had  telephoned  Mr.  Shields  to  go  over 
there  to  Duluth  to  see  the  porters  of  the  car,  I  think  I  mentioned  t^e 
matter  to  Mr.  Hines. 

Senator  Kbnton.  But  prior  to  that  telegram  to  Mr.  Shields  to 
come  to  Chicago,  about  10  days  ago,  had  you  talked  to  Mr.  Hines — 
I  mean  immediatdy  prior? 
^  Mr.  WiEHE.  I  may  have  talked  with  him;  yes. 

Senator  Kenyok.  And  talked  irith  him  about  Mr.  Shields? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  He  may  have  asked  me  how  Shields  was  getting 
along. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  he  say  anything  to  you  about  Mr.  Shields 
similar  to  what  he  said  about  Cook  and  O'Brien  ? 

Mr.  WiBHB.  I  do  not  catch  the  drift  of  your  question. 

Senator  Kenyon.  About  getting  away  until  the  storm  blew  over. 
or  until  the  matter  had  blown  over! 

Mr,  WiEHE.  He  had  no  occasion  to  say  any  such  thing. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Well,  then  he  did  not  say  it.  You  say  yon  did 
not  telegraph  Mr.  Shields  to  come  to  Chicago  because  of  anything 
th&t  Mr.  Hines  said  to  you? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Mr.  Shields,  as  you  stated  yesterday,  upon  the 
telephone  message,  went  to  different  points  to  secure  affidavits  ? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Well,  the  thing  started  gradually.  He  went  over  to 
Duluth  to  interview  these  porters,  and  then  he  went  up  to  the 
Canadian  line,  and  then  beyond. 

Senator  Kenyon.  He  did  that  as  a  result  of  your  telephone 
message? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes. 
.  Senator  Kenyon.  And  as  a  result  of  the  telegraph  message  he 
came  to  Chicago! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenyon.  You  can  telegraph  Mr.  Shields  now,  or  telephone 
him  to  go  to  some  particular  place  in  the  country,  and  he  will  go* 

Mr.  AV'iBHE.  I  have  the  physical  power  to  telegraph  him  b-it  he 
might  wire  me  that  he  would  not  go.    I  have  no  control  over  him. 

Senator  Kenyon.  If  you  did  wire  him  to  come  to  Washington, 
yon  would  expect  him  to  come  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  He  might  come.  That  is,  it  is  up  to  him.  I  have  no 
control  over  him  whatever.    I  can  not  control  him. 

Senator  Kenyon.  If  you  should  telephone  him  to-day  to  gn  and 
get  an  affidavit  somewhere,  would  you  expect  him  to  go  and  get  it? 

Mr.  WiEiiE.  I  would,  yes,  sir,  expect  him  to  do  it. 

Honntor  Kenyon.  If  you  should  telephone  him  to-day  to  CT"e  to 
Wft-'^hington  and  testify,  would  you  expect  him  to  do  it? 

Mr.  WiRHE.  I  would  ex[>ect  him  to  come,  but  I  would  have  un  cin- 
trol  over  him  to  compel  him  to  come. 

Senator  Kenyon.  ^ATiere  would  you  telephone  him,  if  yon  "  en'  to 
telephone  him  to-day! 

Air.  WiEHE.  I  would  call  him  up  at  Superior.  That  is  hiR  h>'ii3 
town. 
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Senator  KENyoN.  Do  you  know  he  is  therel 
Mr.  WiEHB.  I  do  DOt 

The  Chairman,  Senator,  there  have  been  several  inquiries  in  re- 
gard to  the  absence  or  the  whereabouts  of  Mr.  Shields,  and  they  led 
to  inquiries  to  be  made  of  me  as  to  whether  or  not  he  was  in  hiding. 
I  want  simply  to  say  that  up  to  yesterday  there  had  been  no  queetitm 
of  issuing  a  subpcena  for  him.  He  may  be  in  one  place  or  another, 
and  we  do  not  know. 

Senator  Kenton.  I  am  simply  askinf^  him. 

The  Chairman.  There  were  so  many  questions  asked  yesterday  that 
some  were  induced  to  believe  that  he  was  in  hidin?.  I  know  nothing 
about  it.  and  so  far  as  the  committee  is  concerned,  we  know  nothii^ 
about  Mr.  Shields. 

Senator  Jonbs.  The  committee  has  not  been  attempting  to  find 
bim. 

The  Chairman.  No.  Until  yesterday  or  the  day  before  the  matter 
was  not  mentioned. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Mr,  Chairman,  if  Uie  committee  say  th^  want  Mr. 
Hines,  or  Mr,  Wiehe,  or  the  coimsel  of  Mr.  Hines,  or  Senator  Lorimer 
to  get  him  or  attempt  to  get  him  we  will  do  so  at  once.  All  that 
is  necessary  is  to  have  the  request  or  the  intimation  made  that  the 
committee  would  like  to  have  us  get  him  and  we  will  do  everything 
we  can  to  get  him.  We  have  never  had  any  such  intimation  up  to 
the  present  time. 

Senator  Kenton.  I  am  not  intimating  anything.  I  am  aEddng 
this  witness  if  he  knows  where  Mr.  Shiel(&  is. 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  want  to  convey  a  wrong  impression; 
but  there  were  a  great  many  questions  asked  yesterday,  and  thev 
prompted  my  inquiry  as  to  whether  Mr.  Shields  was  in  hiding.  I 
want  ^mply  to  say  that,  so  far  as  the  committee  is  concerned  o9i- 
cially,  it  has  no  information  on  the  subject  whatever. 
Senator  Kbnyon,  I  think  he  should  be  a  witness. 
The  Chairman.  I  think  so  myself. 

Senator  Kern.  Mr.  Wiehe,  one  question  further  as  to  what  oc- 
curred that  night.  I  call  your  testimony  before  the  Helm  committae 
on  page  183 : 

Q.  And  be  [Hr.  Bines]  bellered  be  ssalsted  ne  mncb.  If  not  more,  tban  any 
otber  man  outride  of  the  Federal  Senate.  Is  tbat  coiTect?->A.  Well,  not  UM 
Federal  Senate. 

Q.  Well,  tbat  waa  tbe  tbing,  .tben,  tbat  be  bad  In  mind  wben  he  called  too 
HP  on  tbe  telephone  tbat  night  and  sent  you  down  to  ttie  Grand  Paclflc  Hotel} — 
A.  Sir? 

Q.  I  Bay,  isn't  tbat  tbe  thing  he  had  in  bis  mind  tbe  night  he  called  yon  lip 
on  the  telephone  and  sent  you  down  to  tbe  Grand  Pacillc  Hotel?— A.  I  think 
he  had  some  conference  with  some  o(  the  people  In  Waablngton. 
Now.  what  made  you  think  thatt 

iir.  Wiehe.  Well,  because  he  told  me  about  it.     Mr.  Hines  told 
me  that  he  talked  with  people  at  Washington,  and  talked  with  Qov. 
Deueen. 
Senator  Kern.  Oh,  no,  but  that  ni^t? 
Mr.  Wiehe.  I  knew  that  then. 

Senator  Kern.  Was  that  the  thing  that  he  had  in  mind  wh«n  he 
called  you  up  on  the  telephone  that  night  and  sent  you  down  to  the 
Grand  Pacific? 

Mr.  WiBHB.  Yes;  I  think  that  is  what  he  had  in  mind.  If  it  had 
been  me,  I  would  have  bad-it  told  then.  i  GoOqIc 
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Senator  Kern.  You  are  referrins;  to  a  conference  that  be  luj 
with  some  people  in  Washington  before  he  left  Washingtcm ! 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Yes. 

Senator  Kern.  The  testimony  continues: 

Q.  Did  iie  Iiave  n  conreienoe  with  S.-nator  I/irimer  tbat  night:— A-  Wta: 
night? 

Q.  Tbe  night  be  cntled  you  up  on  the  tf^lephone,  and  asked  you  to  go  down  i 
the  Grand  Pacific  >lotcl. — A.  1  do  not  know.    1  could  not  answer  tbaL 

Was  that  your  testimony  i 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes;  that  is  my  testimony. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  now  half-past  12,  and  the  time  for  us  to  latt 
a  recess  until  2  o'clock.  I  would  say  in  answer  to  the  siiggestis 
made  by  Judge  Hanecy,  that  the  committee  would  require  the  ii- 
tendance  of  Mr,  Shields  and  would  be  very  much  obliged  to  couiwl 
for  any  information  they  may  have  regarding  his  whereabouts. 

Senator  Kern.  But  the  committee  will  not  ask  these  gentlemer.  m 
any  other  gentlemen  to  get  any  witnesses  for  us! 

The  Chairman.  Oh,  not  at  all ;  but  if  they  will  indicate  to  i;- 
where  he  is  we  will  be  very  much  obliged. 

Mr.  Farrar.  This  man  lives  at  Superior,  Wis. 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  did  not  mean  to  be  understood  that  way,  but  1 
feared  somebody  mi^ht  suspect  that  we  did  not  want  him  here.  t«- 
canse  of  the  expression  or  the  attempt  on  the  part  of  a  newspaper 
to  speak  the  sentiment  of  this  committee  on  that  question,  and  1 
wanted  to  say  that  Senator  Lorimer  and  anybody  that  he  can  io- 
fluence,  and  his  counsel  also,  will  do  anything  that  this  committ«v 
will  request  or  suggest,  even  in  relation  to  getting  that  witness  or 
any  other.  I  did  not  mean  to  say  that  we  wanted  to  supersede  Has 
committee  in  any  way. 

The  Chaisuan.  If  you  have  any  information  as  to  where  Mr. 
Shields  is,  this  committee  would  be  very  much  obliged  to  you  if  yo'j 
will  give  it  to  us. 

Senator  Kebn.  Judge  Hanecy  speaks  about  newspapers  exprcKr- 
ing  the  sentiment  of  this  committee.  We  have  no  newspaper  organ, 
as  I  understand  it 

Mr.  Hanecy.  The  article  I  read  into  the  record  did  attempt  to 
speak  the  sentiment  of  this  committee,  as  will  be  apparent  to  any- 
body who  read  the  article. 

Mr.  Farhar.  It  purported  to. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Yes.  It  can  not  be  misunderstood  by  anybody  who 
understands  the  English  language.  We  did  not  think  that  it  did 
have  the  right  to  express  the  sentiment  or  any  sentiment  of  this  com- 
mittee, but  there  are  many  others  in  Washington  and  throughout  the 
country  who  will  not  know  what  we  do,  or  may  not  have  the  belief 
that  we  have,  and  who  may  believe  that  that  newspaper  did  cor- 
rectly express  the  sentiment  of  this  committee. 

We  do  not  believe  that  at  all,  but  this  committee  can  understand, 
as  well  as  we,  that  an  article  of  that  kind  going  out  to  the  country 
would  be  very  largely  misunderstood  by  laymen,  as  to  what  action 
the  committee  took  or  what  the  sentiment  of  the  committee  is. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  needless  to  remark  that  no  newspaper  is 
authorized  to  speak  f<H-  this  committee  or  any  member,  unless  it  gms 
that  member's  name  and  quotes  him. 
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Mr.  Fabbab.  Mr.  Chairmaii,  if  the  committee  desires  to  summon 
Mr.  Shields,  and  relieve  us  from  the  obligation  of  producing  him, 
we  understand  that  Mr.  Shields  lives  at  Superior,  Wis. ;  that  he  is 
a  member  of  the  firm  of  Harper,  Shields  &  Co.,  insurance  agents,  and 
that  he  has  an  office  in  Duluth  and  also  an  office  in  Superior.  We 
believe  that  a  man  is  found  either  at  his  domicile  or  at  his  place  of 
business.  Further  than  that  we  do  not  at  this  time  know  where  Mr. 
Shields  is. 

The  Chaibman.  We  will  take  a  recess  at  this  point. 

(Whereupon,  at  12.28  o'clock  p.  m.,  the  committee  took  a  recess 
until  2  o'clock  p.  m.) 


At  the  expiration  of  the  recess  the  committee  resumed  its  session. 
TESTIX0F7  OF  C.  F.  WIEHS— Besumed. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Mr.  Wiehe,  you  were  not  wholly  without  legal  advice 
at  the  meeting  of  the  Helm  committee,  were  you  ? 

Mr.  WiBHB.  Without  whatt 

Mr.  Mahble.  Legal  advice. 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  took  no  attomer^  down  there.  I  did  not  get  any 
advice  on  it ;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Marbul  Did  you  not  secure  some  advice  from  Mr.  Dawson  t 

Mr.  WiEHB.  NOj  sir. 

Mr.  Mabbix.  Did  you  not  advise  with  Mr.  Dawson  regarding  the 
questions  you  were  to  ask  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No,  sir,  I  asked  Mr.  Dawson  if  he  thought  the  com- 
mittee would  permit  me  to  ask  those  questions.  I  had  them  written 
out  in  the  morning  and  asked  him.    I  got  no  advice  from  him. 

Mr,  Marbu.  You  did  not  submit  them  to  him  for  form  ¥ 

Mr.  WiEHB.  No. 

Mr.  Marbu:.  He  did  not  suggest  any  questions,  did  hef 

Mr.  WiBHE.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Are  you  sure  you  did  not  submit  them  to  him  for 
form? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  No,  sir ;  I  simply  asked  him  if  he  thought  the  commit- 
tee would  permit  me  to  ask  tnem. 

Mr.  Marble.  When  did  you  first  hear  that  Mr.  Funk  had  asked 
Mr.  Hines  to  be  allowed  to  contribute,  instead  of  being  asked  by  Mr, 
Hines  to  contribute? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  IVhen  did  I  first  hear  it? 

Mr.  Marblk.  MTien  did  you  first  hear  that? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  The  first  time  I  knew  anything  about  it  was  after 
Mr.  Funk's  testimony. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  soon  after  Mr,  Funk's  testimony  did  you  hear 
it? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  quite  get  your  question. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  soon  after  Mr,  Funk's  testimony  were  you  told 
that  the  story  was  different  from  that  which  Mr.  Funk  had  told,  and 
that  instead  of  Mr.  Funk  being  asked  to  contribute  he  had  himself 
requested  to  be  allowed  to  contribute? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  think  about  six  weeks  ago. 
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Mr.  Hakbul  About  the  first  of  June  f 

Mr.  WiBHB.  Somewhere  alone  that  tiioe. 

Mr.  Makblh.  After  you  testined  at  Springfield  t 

Mr.  WiBHa.  Y«8,  sir, 

Mr.  Mabble.  You  did  not  know  it  when  you  went  diere  on  tbe 
25th  day  of  April? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  No ;  I  did  not  know  that  these  matters  I  testified  to 
to-day  had  any  bearing  on  the  matter. 

Mr.  Marbu;.  No;  I  am  talking  about  this:  Mr.  Funk  testified  on 
the  5th  day  of  April,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  -Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Twenty  days  before  you  went  before  the  committee  9 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  volunteered  certain  witnesses  there — Mr.  Cus- 


son,  Mr.  Johnson,  and  Mr.  Harper? 
Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir. 


Mr.  Marble.  And  also  offered  your  services  to  the  committee  to 
secure  certain  other  witnesses — Mr,  Culver  being  one  of  them? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No;  I  said  I  would  write  them  and  ask  them  to  come 
there. 

Mr.  Marble.  At  the  request  of  the  committee,  I  mean,  you  said  you 
would  do  what  you  could? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  could  not  get  them  there  if  they  refused. 

Mr.  Marble.  But  at  the  request  of  the  committee  you  expressed 
your  willingness  to  try  to  get  them? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  Mr.  Jones,  also? 

Mr.  Wiehe  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  At  that  time  you  did  not  know  that  testimony  might 
be  put  before  thnt  committee  which  would  directly  contradict  Mr. 
Funk  as  to  the  nature  of  that  conversation? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  No,  sir ;  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Marble.  So  that  you  were  not  in  a  position  to  make  that  offer 
to  the  committee  at  that  time  ? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  No.  sir;  I  was  not. 

Senator  Kebn.  Had  you  talked  with  Mr,  Hines  frequently  about 
Funk's  testimony? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  We  had  at  the  time  he  testified. 

Senator  Kern.  What  is  that? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  We  had  right  after  he  testified ;  yes. 

Senator  Kebn.  Right  after  Funk  testified,  you  and  Hines  talked 
frequently  about  Funk's  testimony? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes,  we  did ;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  He  was  denying  it  all  the  time?  He  was  denying 
Funk's  testimony? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes;  T  think  he  did. 

Senator  Kern.  But  you  did  not  hear  him  speak  of  this  other  con- 
versation, about  Funk  having  offered  to  contribute,  until  about  ax 
weeks  ago? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  did  not  hear  the  conversation,  you  say? 

Senator  Kebn.  When  did  you  first  hear  Mr.  Hines  say  iiiai  Funk 
had  offered  to  contribute? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  will  tell  you  how  I  first  joined  up  that  propositifxi. 

Senator  Kebn.  No,  no. 
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Mr.  WiEHB.  We  got  out  all  of  our  telegratns  and  other  matters, 
afnd  among  tiie  telegrams  were  these  two  telegrams ;-  and  they  were 
submitted  down  to  our  attorneys'  office.  That  was  the  first  time  I 
_  saw  those  telegrams.  Then  I  remembered  my  talk  with  Mr.  Funk. 
Senator  Kern.  I  know ;  but  when  did  Mr.  Hines  first  tell  you  that 
Funk  had  offered  to  contribute  to  the  Lorimer  fund  instead  of  being 
asked  to  contribute! 

Mr.  WiEHi!.  When  did  he  ask  me! 

Senator  Kern.  'So,  no;  when  did  you  first  hear  that  Funk  had 
offered  to  contribute  to  the  Lorimer  fund  in  the  Union  League  Club? 

Mr,  WiEHE.  He  never  offered  to  contribute  to  it,  as  I  understand  it. 

Senator  Kern.  When  did  you  first  hear  that  Fiuik  had  approached 
Hines  in  the  Union  League  Club  and  offered  to  contribute  to  the  ex- 
pense of  Mr.  Lorimer's  election?    When  did  you  first  hear  of  that? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  About  11  o'clock  mi  the  Slst  of  May,  1909. 

Senator  Kern.  And  where  did  von  hear  it! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  At  the  Union  Station,  I  think,  in  Chicago. 

Senator  Kern.  What  was  the  occasion! 

Mr.  WiiHE.  Mr.  Hines  told  me  to  go  over  and  tell  Mr.  Funk  what 
I  testified  to  here  this  morning. 

Senator  Keen.  Yes;  but  you  testified  here  this  morning  that  you 
did  not  know  what  he  was  talking  about. 

Mr.  WiEHE,  I  did  not. 

Senator  Kern.  Just  pay  attention  to  my  question :  When  did  you 
first  hear  that  Mr.  Hines  claimed  that  Funk,  in  the  Union  League 
Club,  had  offered  to  contribute  to  the  expense  of  SMiatcw  Lorimer's 
election !    When  did  you  first  hear  that  from  Hines  ! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  think  he  said  that  the  day  that  he  testified  or  the 
the  following  day. 

Senator  Kern.  The  day  who  testified! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  like  to  repeat  what  he  did  say,  but— — — 

Senator  Kern.  Can  yOu  tell  me  now  what  month  it  was  that  you 
first  heard  that! 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Why,  I  think  in  April,  after  Mr.  Funk's  testimony. 

Senator  Kern.  In  April,  after  his  testim<H)y¥ 

Mr.  WiEHE,  Yes, 

Senator  Kern.  How  long  after! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  think  the  next  day,  or  that  same  day — I  think  the 
next  day. 

Senator  Kern.  After  Funk  had  testified! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes.  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  ^Vhat  was  it  Mr.  Hines  told  you ! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  He  said  Funk  was  a  liar;  that  no  such  conversation 
had  ever  taken  place  as  Funk  related. 

Senator  Kern,  Did  he  tell  von  what  conversation  had  taken  place 
then! 

Mr.  WiEHR.  I  think  he  did;  yes. 

Senator  Kern.  What  did  he  tell  you  had  taken  place! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  think  he  said  it  was  just  the  other  way — that  Funk 
wanted  to  piit  np  some  money  himself. 

Senator  Kern.  Where  were  you  when  you  had  that  conversation 
with  Hines! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  In  the  office  of  our  ccHnpany  in  Chicago, 

Senator  Kebn,  That  was  the  next  day  after  Funk  had  testified ! 
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Mr.  WiBHE.  I  think  bo;  yes. 

Senator  Keen.  Then  you  knew  that  when  you  were  down  in 
Springfield  ? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Sir? 

Senator  Kern.  You  knew  that  when  you  were  down  at  Springfield 
lata-? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  knew  what? 

Senator  Kern.  You  knew  the  true  version  of  the  Funk-Hines  con- 
versation at  the  Uni(Hi  League  Club? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  think  mayfe  I  did;  yes. 

Senator  Kekn.  You  must  have  known  it. 

Mr.  WiEHB.  That  is  my  recollection  of  it.  I  am  just  giving  you 
my  recollection  of  it.    I  think  that  is  about  the  way  it  was. 

Senator  Kzrn.  If  your  recollection  is  accurate,  then  when  you 
were  down  before  the  Helm  committee  you  must  have  known  of  the 
Hines  version  of  the  Funk-Hinea  conversation  in  the  Union  League 
Club,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  Wiehs.  I  think  possibly  I  did ;  yes. 

Mr.  Mabbub.  Did  you  not  just  tell  me,  Mr.  Wiehe,  that  yoii  first 
learned  of  it  about  six  weeks  ago? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  No.  I  first  learned  of  these  telegrams  then,  and  they 
recalled  my  mind  to  the  mission  that  Mr.  Hines  sent  me  cm. 

Mr.  Mabbi:e.  Did  you  not  tell  me,  just  a  minute  ago,  that  when  you 
were  at  Springfield  you  were  not  in  a  position  to  volunteer  any  wit- 
nesses on  the  point  of  that  conversation,  because  you  did  not  know 
of  Uiis  other  sAxtry ! 

Mr.  WiEH£.  iio;  I  think  I  said  I  did  not  offer  any  information 
there ;  I  simply  answered  the  questions  that  I  was  asked. 

Mr.  Mabbu:.  Did  you  not  say  that  you  did  not  have  that  cmtraiy 
story  inyour  mind  at  that  time? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  The  contrary  story? 

Mr.  Mabble.  The  story  as  Mr.  Hines  relates  it? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  had  what  Mr.  Hines  said  about  it,  saying  Funk  did 
not  teU  the  truth  about  it. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  did  have  that? 

Mr.  WiBHB.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Did  you  have  any  more  than  that — that  Hines  did 
not  tell  the  truth  about  it? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  knew  that  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  do  not  mean  that  Hines  did  not  tell  the  truth! 

Mr.  Mabbi^e.  Funk,  I  should  say.  Did  you  have  any  more  than 
that  Funk  did  not  tell  the  truth  about  it! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Only  as  I  have  just  stated  here. 

Mr.  Marbij:.  Did  you  have  any  more  than  that  statement  by  Hines 
that  Funk  had  not  told  the  truth! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  The  other  statement  that  he  made. 

Mr.  Mabble.  \Vhen  you  went  before  the  Helm  committee  on  April 
25,  then,  you  now  say  that  you  did  know  that  witnesses  could  be 
produced,  or  a  witnea.s,  who  would  contradict  Mr.  Funk  flatly  and 
would  say  that  Mr.  Funk  had  asked  to  contribute  to  a  fund,  instead 
of  being  asked? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  No,  no ;  I  will  not  say  that. 

Mr.  Marble.  Yon  did  not  ? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  did  not  know  that  witnesses  could  be  produced. 
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Mr.  Makbia.  Did  jou  not  know  that  Mr.  Hiues  could  be  produced  f 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes;  Mr.  Hines  himself  could  deny  it.  He  did  deny 
it  in  the  newspapers. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  Hines  tell  you  that  Baker  was  there  and 
heard  it? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  No ;  at  that  time  I  do  not  think  they  knew  who  was 
there. 

Senator  Kern.  They  did  not  even  know  that  Baker  was  there  J 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  think  so.  I  think  they  wrote  letters  and  sent 
telegrams  and  tried  to  ascertain  who  was  there. 

Senator  Kern.  They  did  not  write  any  letters  to  Baker,  did  they  ! 

Mr.  WiEHB.  No ;  I  did  not  see  Baker  there  then. 

Senator  Johneiton.  You  say  Mr.  Hines  denied  this  story  in  the 
papers? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  think  he  did. 

Senator  Johnston.  Do  you  remember  when  that  was?' 

Mr.  WiEHB,  No;  I  do  not  remember  just  when.  But  there  was  a 
denial  published.  I  think  he  gave  an  interview  to  the  Inter-Ocean 
denying  this  story. 

Senator  Kern.  Did  he  in  that  interview  say  anything  about  Mr. 
Funk  having  made  a  proposition  to  him  to  contribute  to  the  expense 
of  Lorimer'a  election  i 

Mr.  WiEHB.  I  do  not  know  exactly  about  that.  The  denial  is 
printed.    I  sent  a  copy  of  the  paper  down  here  to  him. 

Senator  Kebn.  That  is  all. 

Mr.  Marble.  We  have  no  further  questions. 

Mr.  Farrah.  You  were  summoned  before  the  Helm  committee, 
were  you  not,  sir? 

Mr,  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Farbar.  By  the  committee  ? 

Mr.  Wtbhb.  Yes,  air. 

Mr.  Farhar.  And  you  answered  the  questions  that  were  put  to  youf 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Farrar.  You  have  produced  here  and  handed  to  Mr.  Marble 
the  circular  which  you  say  you  asked,  or  think  you  asked,  Mr.  Funk 
to  sign? 

Mr.  WiBHB,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Is  that  circular  the  one  that  you  spoke  of  in  your  testi- 
mony as  having  been  gotten  up  by  you  and  the  Hmes  Co.  and  paid  for 
by  the  company  during  Mr.  Lormier's  campaign  in  1906? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Fabrar.  If  the  committee  please,  we  should  like  to  have  this 
circular  identified  with  the  testimony  of  this  witness  and  put  in  evi- 
dience  as  part  of  the  appendix.     It  has  been  referred  to  several  times. 

Senator  Jones  (presiding) .  That  will  be  admitted,  with  the  under- 
standing that  we  will  determine  whether  or  not  it  shall  be  printed  in 
full.     It  may  be  identified. 

Mr.  Farrar.  I  now  ask  you  to  identify  that  as  the  circular  in 
question. 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir ;  that  is  the  circular, 

(The  paper  referred  to  was  marked  by  the  stenographer  for  identi- 
fication: "Exhibit  Wiehe  No.  14,  July  21,  1911.") 

Senator  Jones.  Is  this  a  circular  recommending  the  indorsement 
of  Mr.  Lorimer  in  his  campaign  for  Congress? 
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Mr.  WlBHB.  Yes,  gir;  in  1906. 

Senator  Jones.  That  is  Hie  purpose  of  this  circolarf 

Mr,  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Haneot.  It  is  signed  by  different  business  men— different 
business  concerns. 

Mr.  Fabras.  At  the  time  in  May,  1910,  that  you,  at  the  request 
of  Mr.  Hines,  went  down  at  night  to  the  hotel  to  deliver  Mr.  Hines's 
message  to  Cook  and  O'Brien,  did  you  know  that  Mr.  Cook  had  told 
this  conversation  in  such  a  way  as  to  make  Mr.  Hines  say,  over  that 
telephone,  that  he  would  come  down  to  Springfield  with  all  the 
money  necessair  that  night  or  the  next  morningi 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No;  I  did  not. 

Mr.  Farbar.  When  did  you  &Tst  learn  that  Mr.  Cook  had  made 
that  addition  to  the  conversation  as  you  had  heard  itf 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  think  at  the  meeting  of  the  Virginia  &  Rainy  Lake 
Co.,  March  8,  1911. 

Mr,  Farrab.  Do  you  know  of  your  own  knowledge,  or  from  any 
conversation  with  Mr.  Hines,  whether  Mr.  Hines  krow  at  that  time 
that  Mr.  Cook  had  put  this  money  statement  into  his  coDVeTsati<m  t 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  do  not  think  he  knew  it  until  that  same  time;  at 
least  that  is  my  belief. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Do  you  know  whether,  outside  of  the  Vir^nia  A 
Rain^  Lake  party  of  stockholders,  and  outside  of  Mr.  Gotch  and 
his  wife  and  his  manager,  there  were  other  persons  on  the  sleeper  on 
the  night  of  the  7th  of  March,  1911,  on  the  passage  from  Duluth  to 
Virania  City  and  beyond  ? 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Farrar.  How  did  you  find  that  out! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  saw  them  there. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Did  Mr.  Shields  get  the  affidavits  not  only  of  Gotch 
and  his  manager,  but  also  of  those  otiier  persons? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Fabrab.  So  that  Mr.  Shields  looked  up  not  only  Gotch  and 
his  manager,  Mr.  McGowan,  and  Mr.  Ih"ice,  out  also  all  the  other 
people  who  were  on  that  car? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Yes,  sir;  other  than  our  own  people. 

Mr.  Farrar.  And,  as  I  understand,  your  idea  in  getting  those 
affidavits  was  for  the  purpose  of  uang  them  in  the  case  of  an  in- 
vestigation ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  I  thought  we  coutd  submit  them  here,  until  I  was 
advised  that  we  could  not. 

Senator  Kenton.  No  investigation  had  then  been  ordered  by  the 
senate,  had  it  ? 

Mr.  WiEHE.  No — ^yes ;  I  think  it  had. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  think  it  had  been  ? 

Mr.  WiKHE.  The  Helm  committee  was  in  session,  and  the  purpose 
of  it  was  to  cause  a  reinvestigation.  This  statement  had  been  made, 
and  I  thought  we  would  get  these  facts  together  and  have  them  so 
that  we  could  use  them. 

Mr.  Farrar.  In  your  direct  testimony  you  stated  that  whenyou 
met  Mr.  Hettler  he  was  about  the  middle  of  the  cigar  stand.  What 
did  you  mean  bv  that  statement! 

Mr.  WiBHE.  I  mean  he  was  in  the  center  of  that  passageway  op- 
posite the  center  of  the  cigar  stand. 
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Mr.  Fauuh.  Tlut  he  was  ia  t)M  passageway  oppoeita  the  niddle 
of  th,e  ciffar  stand ! 

Mr.  Wtehe.  Yes;  at  the  centiw  of  it. 

Mr.  Farkab.  You  stated  that  you  were  of  the  opinion  that  Mr. 
Hettler  had  gotten  mixed  up  in  his  mind  in  respect  to  the  tariff 
conversation  which  he  located  as  taking  place  between  himself  and 
Mr.  Hines  in  the  Union  League  Club  on  that  morning,  with  a  tariff 
discussion  which  had  taken  place  in  the  exchanged 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Farrah.  Did  Mr.  Hines  at  the  tariff  conversation  or  disoussion 
which  took  place  in  the  exchange  make  any  statement  to  the  effect 
that  he  had  beaten  Mr.  Taft,  the  Presidait^ 

Mr.  Wi£HE.  Xo,  sir;  I  do  not  think  he  did. 

Mr.  Fabrar.  Did  he  say  anything  like  that  at  alll 

Mr.  WiEHx.  No ;  I  do  not  think  he  did. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Did  he  say  anything  to  the  effect  that  the  settlement 
of  the  tariff  remained  with  only  a  few  of  them  at  that  time? 

Mr.  WiBHE,  No;  I  do  not  think  he  did. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Your  opinion  is,  then,  that  Mr.  Hettler  has  brought 
forward  to  that  time  a  conversation  or  discussion  which  took  place 
at  a  previous  date! 

Mr.  WiEHE.  Yes.  I  do  not  think  Mr.  Hines  needed  to  say  that  at 
that  time? 

Mr.  Farrar.  But  that  is  not  an  answer  to  mv  question. 

(By  request,  the  stenographer  read  the  question,  as  follows:) 

Mr.  Fakrab.  Your  opinion  \a.  then,  tlint  Mr.  Hettler  bns  brought  forward  to 
tliat  time  a  <KmrerpBtton  or  (11«'i)sslon  whlcb  took  place  at  a  previous  date? 

.  Mr,  Wiehe.  r  think  he  got  a  little  confused  in  that. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Have  you  got  the  bill  for  the  long-distance  talk  to 
Springfield  which  you  had  with  Senator  I<orimer  on  the  night  of 
the  25th  of  May,  1909? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  have- 
Mr.  Farrar.  Please  produce  it. 

(The  witness  produced  the  paper  requested.) 

Mr.  Farrar.  This  is  the  original  telephone  bill? 

Mr,  Wiehe.  Yes,  sir.  . 

Mr,  Farrar.  Against  whom  was  this  charge  made? 

Mr.  Wiehe,  Acainst  T.  E.  Purcell. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Who  is  Mr.  Purcell? 

Mr,  Wiehe.  He  is  my  brother-in-law. 

Mr.  Farrar,  You  sent  that  message  to  Senator  Lorimer,  then, 
from  Mr.  Purcell's  house? 

Mr.  WiEHE-  I  did. 

Mr.  Fahhab.  You  were,  of  course,  in  his  house  at  that  time! 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Here  is  a  general  bill  and  a  particular  bill;  the  par- 
ticular bill  is  the  one  which  contains  this  Springfield  message  of 
May  2.5? 

Mr.  WiBHE.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Farrar.  One  dollar? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Farrar,  From  whom  did  vou  get  these  bills? 

Mr.  Wiehe.  From  Mr.  Purcell. 
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'  Mr.  Fasrab.  We  ask  that  these  two  bill^  the  original  bill  and  tbB 
one  attached  to  it,  be  identified  in  connection  with  the  testimony  of 
Mr.  Wiehe ;  and  we  offer  them  in  evidence. 

(Hie  telephone  bills  referred  to  were  thereupon  marked  "  Exhibit 
Wiehe  No.  16,  pa^e  1  and  page  2") 

Mr.  Farbab.  That  is  all. 

Mr.  WiEHB.  Now  am  I  excused  I 

Mr,  Fabrab.  Yes. 

Mr.  WiEHB.  May  I  leave  the  city  now  f 

The  Chaibman.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  was  requeeted  by  Judge  Hanecy,  I 
believe,  the  other  day,  to  send  for  and  obtain,  if  possible,  the  Burgees 
letter  written  to  Mr.  Kohlsaat  in  Apiil.  I  complied  with  that  re- 
quest, and  this  morning  in  the  mail  I  received  from  Mr.  Kohlsaat 
what  purports  to  be  a  Tetter  written  to  him  by  Mr.  Burgess  on  the 
10th  of  April,  1911^— 

Mr.  Hanxcy.  Did  you  get  the  other  lettersl 

Mr.  HuALT  (continuing).  And,  as  a  matt«r  of  fact,  I  recognize  it 
as  the  letter  which  was  in  my  possession  about  that  time. 

Mr.  Hambot.  Did  you  get  the  other  letters  that  Mr.  Kohlsaat 
said 

Mr.  Healt.  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  other  letters.  I  was 
simply  asked  to  request  him  to  send  this  letter  here,  and  that  is  all 
T  wrote  about.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  the  other  letters. 
That  arrangement  was  made  between  Mr.  Kohlsaat  and  the  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  would  like  to  ask,  Mr.  Chairman,  whether  the 
other  letters  have  been  sent  for? 

TheCnAtRMAN.  They  have  not  yet  been  received.  I  had  a  letter  from 
Mr,  Kohlsaat  saying  that,  while  he  has  got  together  a  pile  of  them, 
he  has  not  succeeding  in  finding  the  whole  number,  but  at  a  later 
date  he  will  submit  them. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  May  I  suggest,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  he  send  down 
all  those  that  he  has  found,  so  that  they  may  be  in  the  record,  and 
we  will  know  what  to  be  prepared  for  as  to  those  that  he  does  not 
send. 

The  Chaihhan.  The  committee  will  receive  the  suggestion. 

Mr.  Hanect.  If  that  is  done,  it  will  eliminate  those  that  he  does 
send  here  from  our  sul>sequent  consideration. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  submitted  to  counsel  this  letter  from 
Mr.  Burgess  to  Mr.  Kohlsaat? 

Mr.  I^NEcy,  No ;  we  have  never  seen  it. 

(The  letter  referred  to  was  handed  to  counsel.) 

The  Chairman.  Is  there  any  objection  to  this  letter! 

Mr.  Farrar.  None,  sir. 

Mr,  HANEcr.  We  have  no  objection  to  its  going  in.    We  want  it  in, 

Mr.  Farhar,  Shall  I  read  it  into  the  record? 

Mr.  Healy.  If  you  gentlemen  want  it.  I  do  not  care  anything 
about  it.    I  have  complied  with  the  request. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  We  want  it  in  the  record  as  a  part  of  the  whole  trans- 
act ion. 

The  Chairman,  The  letter,  then,  is  offered  in  evid^ce! 

Mr.  Hanect.  Yes,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Chairman.  It  will  be  received. 
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(The  letter  was  marked  by  the  stenographer  "  F.  R.  H.  Xo.  1,  July 
21,  1911.") 

Mr.  Fahrar.  I  will  read  the  letter  into  the  record ; 

[BurgCM  Eleetrle  Co..  manufaetaren  of  ku.  clrctrlc,  and  cambluitlon  QitarcB.  Electrical 
AO^neerlDg.  Ofllce  aod  faetorr  310  We«t  Fint  Stmt.  Bolti  ptaanen  469.  Agents: 
Brran-Manh  Ismpa;  Erie  bell  antomatte  englDM,  Bollock  A  Wa«Dcr  electrical  appa- 
rattia.     Electrical  Boppllea  a  spectaltj.) 

DtTLum.  Mink.,  Aprti  10,  1911. 
Mr.  H.  H.  KoBi^AAT, 

Care  of  Chicaoo  Reoiird' Herald,  Chicago,  Itl. 

Deab  Sib  :  Tie  writer  bae  beeo  following  up  f lie  vaiiooB  Items  In  the  papen 
regardlag  the  Koli1saat-McCortuick-I.orliner  scandal,  or,  I  should  have  said, 
tbe  Hlnes-McComilck-Lorltuer  acandal.  The  writer  la  somewhat  interested  In 
tbls  controversj-.  The  writer  also  notices  that  Mr.  Hlnes  denies  the  otntementa 
made  by  tbe  representatives  of  Mr.  McGonnlck'a  Interests  and  that  1b  what 
Interests  the  writer.     He  will  explain. 

On  the  ulfcht  of  March  6  a  train  leaving  Dulutta  at  T  o'clock  for  VIrKlnia, 
Minn.,  contained  the  writer;  Mr.  Htnes,  of  Chicago;  three  gentlemen  b;  tbe 
name  of  Weyerhaeuser ;  Mr.  Hornby,  of  Cloqnet ;  W.  H.  Cook ;  Wllitam  O'Brien ; 
and  others.  As  tbe  train  left  Ihiluth  tbe  writer  was  sIttInK  In  the  amolilng 
compartment  of  the  Winnipeg  sleeper.  A  goitleman  entered  the  smoking  com- 
partmmt  dressed  in  a  gra^  suit  of  clothes,  black  stiff  bnt.  and  wore  a  black 
beard.  Conversation  started  among  the  occupants  of  the  smoker.  After  a 
while  conTersBtlon  drifted  over  to  politics,  and  Mr.  Lorlmer's  name  was  men- 
tioned. Tbe  writer  made  some  nnmmpllmentary  remains  regarding  Mr.  Lorl- 
mer  end  the  way  bis  actions  were  being  whltewasbed  by  the  Sennte,  ami  the 
gentleman  in  gray  clothes  and  black  whiskers  called  the  writer  to  account 
regarding  his  remarks.  Tbe  writer  stuck  to  his  ground,  and  the  gentleman  In 
frray  defended  Mr.  Lorimer  In  tbe  strongest  kind  of  language.  Now,  what  I 
want  to  get  at  In  as  few  words  as  possible  is  this  gentleman  made  tbe  statemeot, 
among  other  things  that  were  said  during  tbe  controversy,  tbat  Mr.  Lorimer 
did  not  spend  any  of  bis  own  money  to  elect  himself,  but  that  there  was  a  large 
Jack  pot  raised  to  elect  Mr.  Lorimer,  of  which  be,  tbe  man  wltb  the  black 
whiskers,  subscHbed  $10,000  to  tbe  fund. 

He  made  the  statement  that  there  couldn't  any  measnre,  either  of  merit  or 
not,  be  gotten  through  the  Illinois  Legislature  wlthoot  the  use  of  money,  and 
that  In  order  to  elect  Lorimer  that  they  bad  to  raise  a  large  Jack  pot,  which  he 
called  it,  of  which  tbe  man  of  the  black  whiskers  subscribed  $10,000,  or,  in 
other  words,  be  of  tbe  black  whiskers  gave  $10,000  In  cold  cash  toward  the 
electing  of  Mr.  Lorimer. 

The  writer  afterwards  learned  that  the  man  of  tbe  black  wblakers  was  a 
Mr.  Wlehe,  I  think,  and  that  he  Is  a  broCher-In-law  of  Edward  Hine.^  The 
train  arrived  at  Virginia  tbat  nlgbt  at  9.10  o'clock,  nnd  about  10  o'clock  the 
writer  met  Mr.  W,  T.  Bailey  In  the  hotel  nt  Virginia  and  asked  who  tbe  man 
in  the  gray  suit  and  black  whiskers  was.  and  Mr.  Italley  Informed  me  that  he 
was  Mr.  Wlebe,  a  brother-in-law  of  Mr.  Edward  Htnes:  I  think  tbat  Is  tbe  way 
the  name  Is  spelled,  but  I  am  not  positive.  The  writer  then  told  Mr.  Bailey 
what  the  conversation  bad  been  on  tbe  train  with  tlie  man  of  the  black 
whiskers. 

I  think  there  Is  more  information  to  be  gotten  In  Duluth  regarding  tbe  Hlnes- 
I^rlmer  controversy  should  you  desire  It.  There  Is  n  gentleman  in  Duluth 
who  was  In  Mr.  HInes's  office  some  time  ago — that  Is.  during  tbe  Investigation 
of  tbe  Senate  of  Mr.  Lorlmer's  election — when  a  telegram  was  received  from 
President  Taft  by  Mr.  Hlnes  regarding  tbls  Investlgntion.  The  writer  has 
been  told  that  this  telegram  requested  Mr.  Hlnes  to  get  tbe  matter  hiisbcd  np 
as  quickly  as  possible.  This  Information  regarding  the  telefiram  is  only  hear- 
say on  the  writer's  part,  but  I. think  that  the  writer  can  gel  this  Information 
should  you  desire  It. 

If  this  letter  is  of  any  nse  to  yon  and  the  infornmtian  contained  lu  this 
1ett»  of  any  use  to  you,  kindly  let  tbe  writer  know,  bnt  the  writer  rtoea  not 
care  to  have  It  known  tbat  he  has  written  yon  this  letter,  although  he  stands 
ready  to  make  good  all  Btatemeuts. 

Tours,  truly,  Wu.  Buboebs. 
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Senator  Kxnyon.  Tl^re  is  no  copy  of  that  telegram,  is  there. 
Judge?     [Laughter.] 

Mr,  Farrar.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  Nor  is  there  anything,  Senator,  about  the  Father 
Green  story  that  he  said  was  in  that  letter. 

Senator  Kenyon.  I  was  not  present  when  Mr.  Burgess  testified. 
Is  there  any  evidence  in  the  record  as  to  whether  or  not  Mr.  Wiehe 
wore  a  beard  ? 

Mr,  Farrab,  Yes;  he  did  at  that  time.    That  is  shown. 

TESTIKOirT  OF  EDWABJ)  H.  THOJUS. 

Edward  H.  Thomas,  being  first  duly  sworn,  was  examined  and  tes- 
tified as  follows : 

Mr,  Farrar.  What  is  your  fall  namel 

Mr.  Thomas.  Edward  H.  Thomas. 

Mr.  Farrar.  How  old  are  you! 

Mr.  Thomas.  Forty. 

Mr.  Farrar,  Where  do  you  live  ! 

Mr.  Thomas.  1813  Millard  Avenue,  Chicago. 

Mr.  Farrar.  How  long  have  you  lived  in  Chicago? 

Mr,  Thomas.  About  20  years. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Are  you  an  employee  of  the  Edward  Hines  Lumber 
Co.? 

Mr.  Thomas,  Yes. 

Mr.  Farrar,  How  long  have  you  been  in  their  employ! 

Mr.  Thomas,  Nineteen  years  in  October. 

Mr.  Farrar.  In  whose  employ  were  you  before  you  went  into  their 
employ? 

Mr.  Thomas.  W.  J.  Carney. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Where! 

Mr.  Thomas.  In  Chicago. 

Mr,  Farrar.  What  was  his  business? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Lumber  commission  merchant. 

Mr,  Farbab,  In  whrse  employ  were  vou  prior  to  that  time? 

Mr-  Thomas.  The  Chicago  Shafting  &  Pulley  Co.,  on  Canal  Street 
I  do  not  remember  the  number  exactly. 

Mr.  Fabrar.  What  was  their  business? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Machinery  supplies, 

Mr,  Farrar,  In  whope  employ  were  you  prior  to  that  time? 

Mr.  Thomas,  E.  G.  T,  Colles  &  Co.  They  were  also  on  Canal 
Street. 

Mr.  Farrar,  What  was  their  busines.s? 

Vt.  Thomas.  Feed  water-heater  manufacturers. 

Mr.  Farrar,  In  whos-e  employ  were  ycu  prior  to  that? 

Mr.  Tho:mah.  The  HHndwicli  Enterpiit<e  Co.,  of  Sandwich,  111. 

jrr.  Farrar.  What  was  their  bu.sines.s? 

Mr.  Thosias,  Manufacturers  of  farm  implements. 

Vt.  Farbar.  In  whcse  employ  were  yru  prior  to  that  time? 

Mr.  Thomas.  That  was  my  first  employment. 

Mr.  Farrar.  That  was  your  first  entry  into  business? 

Mr.  TnostAS.  Yes. 

Mr.  Farhar.  What  position  did  you  first  hold  with  the  Edward 
Hines  Lumber  Cf.  ? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Stenrgrnpher. 

Mr.  Farrar.  How  long  did  you  hold  that  position?    ,)OQk' 
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Mr.  THOMAa  About  10  years. 

Mr.  Fabrab.  What  position  have  you  held  since  thatt  What  posi- 
tion succeeded  that  oi  stenographer? 

Mr.  Thouas.  a  sort  of  a  genera)  clerkship;  private  secretary  to 
^Sf r.  Hiues,  and  following  that,  assistant  treasurer  of  the  Edward 
Hises  Co. 

Mr.  Farras.  Is  there  a  record  kept  in  Mr.  Hines's  office  of  the 
dftjs  when  he  leaves  Chicago  and  the  days  wh«i  he  returns? 

Mr.  TuoHAS.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Fassar.  Who  has  kept  that  record  ? 

Mr.  Thomas.  I  have. 

Mr.  Farrar.  For  how  many  yearst 

Mr.  Thomas.  For  about  17  years,  since  1894. 

Mr.  Farrab.  Have  you  kept  that  rec(»d  continuously  yourself,  or 
has  anybody  else  assisted  you  in  keeping  that  record? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Only  during  my  absence  has  anyone  assisted  me. 

Mr.  Farrar.  How  often  during  that  period  have  you  been  absentf 

Mr.  Thomas.  On  three  different  occasions. 

Mr.  Farrar.  For  what  length  of  time? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Last  year,  about  three  months,  I  think;  in  1905, 
about  one  month ;  and,  I  believe,  in  1698.  for  about  a  week  or  10  days. 

Mr.  Farrar.  In  1898? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yea 

Mr.  Farrar,  Then,  with  the  exception  of  those  absences  which 
you  have  detailed,  tJiis  record  has  been  kept  by  yourself? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes ;  absolutely. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Will  you  produce  that  record,  please? 

Mr,  Thomas.  Yes,  sir. 

(The  witness  produced  a  pasteboard  box  containing  a  spindle 
with  a  large  number  of  folded  slips  of  paper  upcm  it.  and  certain 
typewritten  slips  fastened  together.) 

Mr.  Farrar.  Please  explain  to  the  committee  how  you  kept  that 
record,  commencing  back  with  the  first  entry  which  appears  here, 
July  8, 1894. 

Mr.  Thomas.  When  Mr,  Hines  left  town  I  made  it  a  point  imme- 
diately to  make  a  record  on  a  slip ;  and  should  we  hear,  as  we  usually 
do»  either  by  telegraph  or  telephone,  that  he  had  gone  to  another 
place  than  the  one  for  which  he  originally  left,  I  also  made  a  record 
of  that ;  and  then  when  he  returned  to  the  city  that  completed  my 
rectwd.    I  made  a  record  of  it  then. 

Mr.  Faerar.  The  records  here  from  July  8,  1894,  until  Decembw 
8, 1909,  are  contained  in  five  small  packets,  written  in  typewriting? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Fabbar.  Are  these  typewriter  records  the  original  records, 
or  were  they  copies  ? 

Mr.  Thomas.  They  were  copied  from  the  others,  and  the  others 
destroyed. 

Mr.  Farrar.  This  file  which  you  produce  here  contains  the  orig- 
inal slips ! 

Mr.  Thomab.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Farrar.  From  December,  1909.  up  to  the  present  time,  does 
it  not? 

Mr,  Tromab.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Farrar.  The  first  slip  on  the  top  of  this  fSs  reads  as  follows: 

7/12/11.    Mr.  Hlnes  left  for  Washtugton. 

What  does  that  refer  tot 

Mr.  Thomas.  That  means  that  on  July  12  of  this  year  Mr.  Hines 
left  Chicago  for  Washington. 

Mr.  FASK.VR.  Is  that  record  oomplete? 

Mr,  TuoHAS.  No,  air. 

Mr.  Farrar.  When  will  it  be  completed? 

Mr.  Thomas,  When  he  returns  to  Chicago. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Take  this  file  and  go  back  to  tiie  record  of  the  be- 
ginning of  this  year,  1911,  and  r^d  to  the  committee  from  those 
slips  your  record  of  where  Mr,  Hines  was  from  January  1,  1911. 
down  to  the  midd^  of  March,  1911, 

Ml-.  Thohas.  Ou  January  3,  1911,  Mr.  Hioes  left  far  St  Paul, 
Duiuth,  and  Wintou,  Minn.     He  returned  to  Chicago  on  January  7. 

Mr.  Fariuk.  Is  that  record  in  your  handwriting! 

Mr.  Thomas.  That  record  is  in  my  original  handwritins. 

Mr.  Farrar.  And  was  made  when  he  started  and  when  he  rc- 
tumedt 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes;  absolutely. 

Mr.  Farrar.  What  is  the  next  slip ! 

Mr.  Thomas.  On  January  7  Mr.  Hines  left  for  Washingtm,  and 
retamed  to  Chicago  on  Januai^  16,  1911, 

Mr,  Farsab.  Is  that  record  in  your  handwriting! 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Farrar.  And  was  made  when! 

Mr.  Thomas.  It  was  made  at  the  time  Mr.  Hines  was  away  and 
returned. 

On  January  17,  1911,  Mr.  Hinee  left  for  Washingtui  and  New 
York,  and  returned  to  Washington,  and  tbui  returned  to  Chicago  on 
February  S,  1911. 

Mr.  FAjmAR.  la  that  entry  in  your  handwriting! 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Farsar.  And  was  it  nude  at  the  timet 

Mr,  Thomas.  Yes. 

Mr.  Fabrab.  What  is  the  next  one ! 

Mr.  Thomas.  On  February  7, 1911,  Mr.  Hines  left  for  Wa^ngtMi 
and  New  York,  and  returned  to  Chicago  on  March  5,  1911. 

Mr.  Farrar.  That  record  is  in  your  handwriting! 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yea,  sir, 

Mr.  Farrar.  And  was  made  at  the  time! 

Mr.  Thomas,  Absolutely, 

Mr.  Farrar.  What  is  the  next  (me! 

Mr.  Marbuc.  Mr.  Chairman,  an  arransement  was  made  among 
Home  members  of  the  committee  bv  which  Senator  Penrose  was  to 
come  at  3  o'clock  to  testify.  He  is  nere  now,  ready  to  testify.  If  we 
do  not  have  him  this  aftemotMi,  we  will  have  to  wait  until  next  week, 
and  he  would  then  be  out  of  the  order  of  the  testimony  in  this  record. 
So  I  suggest  that  we  suspend  the  examination  of  Mr.  Thomas  and 
receive  the  testimony  of  Senator  Penrose. 

The  Chairman.  Very  well. 

Mr,  Farrar,  Mr.  Thomas,  you  may  leave  the  stand  and  leave  your 
papers  right  there. 

The  Ohahiman.  You  had  better  take  them  with  yon.         , 
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TE8TIK0NY  OF  8£HAT0B  BOIES  FEHBOSE. 

BoiRS  PsNBoaE,  being  Brst  duly  sworn,  was  examined  and  testified 
as  follows: 

Mr.  Healy.  What  is  your  full  name! 

Senator  Penrose.  Boies  Penrose. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  are  a  Member  of  the  United  States  Senate? 

Senator  Pemrose.  I  am. 

Mr.  Hbai.t.  And  have  been  such  Member  for  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  years? 

Senator  Penhose.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  know  Mr.  Edward  Hines,  of  the  Edwftrd 
Hines  Lumber  Co. } 

Senator  Pen  robe.  I  do. 

Mr.  HEALr.  How  long  have  you  known  himf 

Mr.  Penrose.  I  met  him  during  the  tariff  discussion  three  years 
ago  on  the  Payne-Aldrich  bill, 

Mr.  Healy.  About  what  time  in  1909  did  you  meet  himi 

Senator  Penrose.  In  the  multitude  of  persons  I  saw  during  that 
session  it  would  be  impossible  for  me  to  nx  the  date.  It  was  quite 
early,  however,  I  think,  during  the  meetings  of  the  Finance  OcHn- 
mitbee  on  the  measure.  The  cCHnmittee  met  to  consider  the  bill  be- 
fore it  was  received  by  the  Senate,  while  it  was  still  pending  in  the 
House. 

Mr.  Hkaly.  Can  you  fix  the  time  of  the  year,  approximately, 
Senator,  at  which  you  met  Mr.  Hines? 

Senator  Pekrose.  I  do  not  know  now.  I  was  busy  night  and  day 
at  that  time. 

Mr.  Healy,  Did  you  have  a  conversation  with  Mr.  Hines  about 
that  time  with  reference  to  tie  election  of  a  Senator  from  the  State 
of  Illinois? 

Senator  Penrose.  My  first  conversation  with  Mr.  Hines,  and  the 
first  occasion  for  my  meeting  him,  were  on  account  of  the  schedule 
on  lumber.  He  brought  letters  to  me  from  persons  in  Pennsylvania, 
and  discussed  the  rate  of  duty  which  ought  to  be  on  lumber.  It  was 
a  question  I  was  very  much  interested  in,  on  account  of  mv  own  State 
being  a  large  lumber-producinjg  State.  I  was  very  mucn  interested 
in  his  views,  and  saw  him  off  and  on  quite  frequently,  as  I  did 
hundreds  of  others,  on  the  different  schedules  of  the  tariff  bill. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  recall  any  conversation  which  you  had  with 
him  at  that  time  with  reference  to  the  election  of  a  Senator  from  the 
State  of  Illinois! 

Senator  Penrose.  I  think,  to  the  best  of  my  recollection,  as  the 
deadlock  in  the  legislature  was  prolonged,  it  naturally  became  a 
topic  of  conversation.  It  would  naturally  arise,  and  as  a  matter  of 
public  interest  I  probably  discussed  it  with  him.  That  is  the  way 
it  came  about. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  have  at  this  time  any  recollection  of  what  was 
said  on  those  occasions,  or  on  that  occasion  ? 

Senator  Penrose.  Only  the  casual  conversation  that  might  occur 
between  a  citizen  of  Pennsylvania  and  one  from  Illinois  as  to  the 
situation, 

Mr.  Healy.  Was  it  just  simply  a  matter  of  political  gossip? 

Senator  Penrose.  At  first;  yes. 
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Mr.  Healt.  Between  you  and  Mr.  Hines ! 

Senator  Penrose.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  the  situation  develop  in  any  way  so  that  you 
could  discuss  it  more  specifically  or  more  definitely  f 

Senator  Penrose.  As  the  situation  developed,  without  conferring 
with  anybody,  but  simply  on  my  own  account,  I  exhibited  the  nat- 
ural interest  which  I  imagine  anyone  in  politics,  and  particularly  a 
Member  of  the  Senate,  does  in  having  the  seat  filled  by  some  one, 
and  I  discussed  with  Mr,  Hines  on  those  g;eneral  lines — the  proba- 
bilities of  the  deadlock  being  broken. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  discuss  the  candidacy  of  any  particular  per- 

Senator  Penrose.  My  natural  thought  in  discussing  it  with  him 
at  first  was  to  favor  the  reelection  of  Senator  Hopkins,  whcnn  I  had 
known  intimately  in  the  Senate;  and  having  uie  feeling  that  is 
natural  in  a  body  of  that  kind  to  favor  the  rejection  of  a  colleague, 
my  first  inquiries  were  addressed  to  the  question  whether  Mr.  Hop- 
kins could  06  reelected, 

Mr,  Healt.  Do  you  recall  what  was  said  on  that  occasicm? 

Senator  pRNRoaB.  I  do  not  remember  just  exactly  what  was  said. 
I  think  a  disposition  was  shown  to  try  to  elect  Mr.  Hopkins  if  it 
was  possible;  but  the  deadlock  had  been  so  prolonged — and  those 
deadlocks  are  general^  disastrous  in  the  ending — and  the  thought 
seemed  to  be  that  Mr.  Hopkins  would  not  be  successful. 

Mr.  Hbalt,  Do  you  recall  anything  else  that  was  said  by  Mr. 
Hines  or  by  you  at  that  time  ? 

Senator  Penrose.  Of  course  I  saw  Mr,  Hines,  as  I  did  scores  of 
others.  Almost  every  day  or  so  they  would  be  around  the  Finance 
Committee  room  on  the  different  schedules;  and  I  think  gradually 
perhaps  the  inquiry  was  repeated  as  to  whether  or  not  the  deadlock 
could  Ik^  loosened  in  favor  of  some  one  else. 

Mr.  Healy.  ^\Tiat,  if  anything,  did  you  say  about  that? 

Senator  Penrose.  In  the  course  of  repeated  conversation,  occurring 
accidentally  and  without  premeditation,  the  suggestion  was  made  of 
the  name  of  Mr.  Lowden,  I  think,  and  of  Mr.  Boutell.  They  were 
the  first  suggestions  that  were  made.  It  was  all  a  matter  of  general 
conversation. 

Mr,  Healy,  Were  you  discussing  this  matter  with  others  about 
that  time? 

Senator  Penrose.  No  ;  I  do  not  think  I  ever  discussed  it  with  any- 
body else,     I  do  not  recall  talking  to  anyone  else  aboat  it. 

Mr,  Healy.  Do  you  remember  what  was  said  about  Mr,  Boutell 
or  Mr.  Lowden  ? 

Senator  Penrose.  I  must  admit  my  recollection  is  not  definite 
about  all  of  the  conversation.  Mr.  Hines  seemed  to  favor  Mr.  Bou- 
tell in  tlie  early  conversations,  as  being  a  man  of  experience  and  en- 
terprise, who  would  make  a  good  Senator,  provided  Mr,  Hopkins 
could  not  be  elected, 

Mr,  Healy.  Do  you  recall  anything  else  that  was  said  at  that  time  ? 

Senator  Penrose,  I  think  we  talked  a  little  about  Mr.  Boutell.  and 
then  perhaps  after  a  week  or  so  I  remember  Mr.  Hines  saying  to  me 
one  any  in  the  marble  rofim,  or  in  my  committee  room,  that  i(  did 
not  appear  that  a  union  could  be  made  on  Mr.  Boutell.  I  think  I 
talked  a  little  to  Mr.  Boutell  about  it  himself,  and  told  him  while  I 
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would  prefer  naturally  to  see  Senator  Hopkins  return  to  the  Senate, 
yet  I  had  known  him  (Mr.  Boutell)  so  well  as  a  Member  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  tliat  I  would  be  glad  to  have  him  as  a  col- 
league.    I  think  I  mentioned  it  in  that  way. 

Mr.  Healt,  What  is  the  next  discussion  which  you  recall  with  Mr. 
Hines  in  that  way? 

Senator  Penrose.  After  I  had  been  informed  that  Mr,  Boutell  was 
notavailable,  I  think  that  Mr.  Lowden  was  mentioned  in  a  more  gen- 
eral way — not  in  as  definite  a  way.  It  quickly  developed,  I  was  in- 
formed after  the  lapse  of  several  days,  for  I  was  not  following  it  up 
at  all,  that  Mr.  Lowden  was  not  available. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  is  the  next  thing  you  recall? 

Senator  Penrose.  Then,  within  a  little  while,  it  was  su^ested  that 
Congressman  Lorimer  might  be  the  man  on  whom  the  different  ele- 
ments could  unite.  I  did  not  know  Mr.  Lorimer,  had  barely  heard 
of  him,  had  never  seen  him;  and,  in  fact,  never  saw  him  until  he 
entered  the  Senate.  I  never  had  any  conversation  with  him  until  he 
entered  the  Senate,  so  that  it  was  merely  a  suggestion  to  me  of  a 
candidate  that  I  had  no  interest  in,  except  that  he  was  available, 
and  of  course  I  knew  his  capacity  and  his  ability. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  vou  recall  anything  else  that  Mr,  Hines  said  on 
that  occasion  ? 

Senator  Penrose.  I  think  perhaps  Mr.  Hines  may  have  ultimately 
told  me  that  Mr.  Lorimer  appeared,  after  canvassing  all  of  the  can- 
didates who  had  been  mentioned,  as  probably  the  most  available 
persMi,  but  he  went  on  further  to  say  that  Mr,  Lorimer  was  so  ab- 
sorbed in  his  work  with  the  waterways  project  that  it  was  quite 
doubtful  whether  he  could  be  induced  to  go  into  the  contest;  that  he 
certainly  did  not  want  to  go  to  the  Senate. 

Mr,  luALT.  Did  you  indicate  to  him  your  view  of  the  matter! 

Senator  Penkosb.  My  view  was  then,  as  it  always  was,  simply  the 
interest  of  a  Member  or  the  Senate  to  have  all  of  the  seats  filled  there. 

Mr,  Heai.t.  Do  you  recall  anything  else  that  either  you  or  he  said 
at  that  time? 

Senator  Penrose.  I  probably  urged  Mr.  Hines,  as  a  citizen  of  Chi- 
cago, to  use  his  best  efforts  to  bring  about  some  result. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  indicate  the  kind  of  result  that  would  be 
satisfactory  to  you  t 

Senator  Penrose.  No;  I  did  not  know  enough  about  the  situation 
to  be  able  to  advise  him  in  any  way  as  to  how  he  should  proceed  or 
who  ought  to  be  elected,  I  did  say  to  him,  however,  as  one  of  those 
who  were  active  in  the  tariff  work  of  that  session,  that,  in  my  opinion, 
it  was  desirable  to  have  the  senatorial  seats  filled. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  recall  any  subsequent  talk  wiUi  Mr.  Hines  on 
the  subject! 

Senator  Penrose.  I  think  maybe  the  next  time  that  I  had  any 
talk  with  Mr.  Hines  was  after  the  electicm  of  Mr.  Lorimer. 

Mr,  Healt.  You  do  not  recall  any  other  talk  prior  to  his  election! 

Senator  Penrose.  No;  there  was  no  discussion  as  to  the  details  of 
his  election. 

Mr.  Healy,  What  was  this  talk  you  had  with  him  after  Mr.  Lori- 
mer'e  election ! 

Senator  Pbnkosb.  Simply  to  inform  me  that  they  had  been  able 
to  bring  about  a  union  of  the  political  conditions  there,  and  of  course 
I  was  greatly  gratified  that  a  Senator  had  been  elected.,  -  , 
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Mr.  Healt.  Did  Mr.  Hines  indicate  at  that  time  the  part  which 
he  might  have  taken  in  the  matter  of  the  selection  of  Mr.  Lorimer! 

Senator  Penrose.  No;  Mr.  Hines  impressed  me  simply  as  being 
interested  in  the  matter  as  a  business  man  and  a  citizen  who  had  the 
welfare  of  the  Republican  Party  at  heart  and  of  the  American 
Government.  I  did  not  look  on  him  as  a  person  who  was  active  in 
politics  or  particularly  identified  with  politics. 

Mr.  Hraly.  You  have  given,  now,  your  recollection  of  the  substance 
of  these  various  conversations  which  you  had  with  Mr.  Hines  1 

Senator  Penrose.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  ever  in  any  of  those  conversations,  or  at  »ny 
time,  indicate  to  Mr.  Hines  that  you  were  interested  in  the  selection 
of  a  particular  man  or  men  to  that  position  from  Illinois? 

Senator  Penkose.  Of  course,  after  Mr.  Hines  had  informed  me 
that  Senator  Lorimer  was  the  only  available  person  on  whom  the  dif- 
ferent elements  could  unite,  I  was  in  favor  of  Mr.  Iiorimer's  election. 
My  first  choice,  of  course,  was  Mr.  Hopkins. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  recall  that  early  in  April  you  sent  for  Mr. 
Hines  and  asked  him  to  find  out  whether  the  Illinois  Legislature 
was  liable  to  adjourn  without  electing  a  Senator ! 

Senator  Penrose.  Yes;  I  think  I  did  send  for  him;  and  of  course 
the  more  I  talked  about  it  the  more  I  became  interested,  as  a  general 
political  proposition. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  he  report  to  you  the  result  of  any  investigation 
which  he  made  into  that  condition! 

Senator  Penrose.  No;  I  do  not  recollect  what  his  report  was.  I 
might  have  made  the  inquiry,  as  I  would  at  the  present  time  about 
any  other  instance  or  vacancy.  I  might  ask  some  one  about  the 
vacancy  in  Colorado. 

Mr,  Healt.  I  am  directing  your  mind  now  to  the  investigation 
which  Mr.  Hines  may  have  made. 

Senator  Penhose.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  With  reference  to  the  Illinois  deadlock,  and  what  he 
may  have  said  to  you  as  the  result  of  any  investigation  which  he 
made  along  that  line. 

Senator  Penbose.  Well,  Mr,  Hines  reported  to  me  continually 
from  time  to  time,  as  I  met  him,  on  the  tariff  legislation  and  as  to 
conditions  in  Illinois,  and  his  ultimate  report  was  that  Mr.  Lorimer 
might  be  elected. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  recall  requesting  Mr.  Hines  to  accompany 
von  at  any  times  to  the  room  of  Senator  Aldrich,  to  there  discuss  the 
Illinois  senatorial  election! 

Senator  Penrose.  Well,  I  could  not  say  definitely  whether  I  ac- 
companied him  on  that  matter  or  not,  A  good  many  Senators  who 
were  intere.'ited  in  the  lumber  schedule  at  that  time  accompanied  Mr. 
Hines  to  Senator  Aldrich's  room,  and  I  may  have  gone  witn  him,  and 

frobably  did,  when  the  senatorial  matter  might  have  been  discussed, 
think  Senator  Aldrich  felt  very  mnch  as  I  did  about  the  genera) 
proposition,  that  the  senatorial  vacancies  ought  to  be  filled  for  the 
good  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  Healt.  In  an^  of  these  talks  with  Mr.  Hines  at  that  time,  did 
you  discuss  the  desirability  of  filling  the  senatorial  vacancy  from 
Illinois  because  of  the  closeness  of  the  vote  on  the  schedules  in  the 
tariff  measure? 
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Senator  Penbosb.  No,  sir.  That,  of  course,  is  a  queetion  whether 
that  would  have  made  any  difference.  Mr.  Hines  maj  have  had  the 
impreesion  that  that  was  a  factor  io  the  situation.  The  real  reason 
in  my  mind  was  broader — ^the  desire  of  having  the  seat  filled,  so  t^t 
there  would  be  a  Senator  Uiere  to  bear  his  share  of  tiie  very  arduous 
work. 

Mr.  HeaijT.  Was  any  arrangement  made  with  you  by  Mr.  Hines 
or  Senator  Aldrich  or  any  other  persoo  with  reference  to  any  mes- 
sage which  you  might  send  to  the'  men  in  Illinois  who  were  intec- 
ested  in  the  election  of  a  Senator  from  that  State? 

Senator  Penkosb.  I  do  not  recall  that  anyone  asked  me  to  send  any 
message  to  Illinois.  There  might  have  been,  am]  I  nught  have  dooe 
it,  but  I  do  not  recollect  it 

Mr.  Hbalt.  Did  Mr.  Hines  say  to  you  at  any  time  that  he  migiht 
call  upcm  you  to  verify  in  some  way  with  the  citizens,  or  some  citi- 
zens, the  interest  which  you  and  Senator  Aldrich  and  President 
Taft  may  have  had  in  this  situation } 

Senator  Pekbosb.  Yes;  I  think  Mr.  Hines  did  say  something  of 
that  kind  to  me,  and  I  tcJd  him  that  if  anyone  wmild  address,  an 
inquiry  to  me  I  would  very  cheerfully  urge  on  them  the  importance 
of  filling  the  senatorial  seat. 

Mr.  IIealy,  Did  you  ever  indicate  to  him  that  you  would  impress 
upon  any  citizen  of  Illinois  the  desirability  or  necessity  of  selecting 
a  particular  candidate  for  that  position  ? 

Senator  Penrose.  Of  course,  after  I  was  informed  that  Mr.  Lori- 
mer  was  the  only  available  candidate  fw  the  election  and  had  no  in- 
formation to  the  contrarv,  I  would  have  been  willing  to  indicate  a 
strong  wish  for  Mr.  Lorimer's  selection.  Had  the  inquiry  been  ad- 
dressed to  me  earlier,  I  would  have  been  in  favor  of  Mr.  Hopkins, 
until  I  was  persuaded  that  he  had  no  show  to  be  elected.  In  oUier 
words,  I  would  consistently  be  for  the  person  who  could  be  elected. 
My  chief  apprehension,  as  I  remember  it  about  Mr.  Lorimer,  was  the 
suggestion  that  he  might  not  be  willing  to  go  into  the  contest. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  know  in  the  month  of  May,  1909,  shortly 
before  the  election  of  Mr.  Lorimer.  that  Mr.  Hines  was  going  to 
Chicago  and  was  there  going  to  indicate  to  the  governor  or  Illinois 
and  to  others,  perhaps,  Uiat  the  Federal  administration  and  Senator 
Aldrich  and  yourself  were  anxious  and  desirous  that  Mr.  Lorimer 
should  be  elected  for  that  position  ? 

Senator  Penkose.  I  think  I  remember  that  Mr.  Hines  went  to 
Chicago  with  the  thought  that  he  could  state,  certainly  so  far  as  I 
was  concerned  and  represented  anything,  that  it  was  very  desirable 
to  have  the  vacancy  filled. 

Mr.  Healt.  Was  that  arrangement  between  you  and  MJ-.  Hines  to 
the  effect  that  you  would,  if  called  upon,  indorse  the  candidacy  of 
Mr.  Lorimer  i 

Senator  Penrose.  I  have  already  endeavored  to  explain  that  my 
candidates  in  this  transaction  changed  as  the  situation  developed- 
As  Mr.  Lorimer  was  the  final  candidate,  your  question  would  imply 
the  answer  that  in  the  wind-up  I  was  for  Mr.  Ixirimer. 

Mr,  Healy.  You  were  for  tne  man  who  could  win? 

Senator  Penrose.  That  is  right — Mr.  Hopkins  first  and  Mr.  Ijori- 
mer  last,  because  he  appeared  to  be  the  available  man. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Did  you  have  a  good  many  warm  political 
friends  in  Illinois ! 
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Senator  Pknkose.  No,  sir;  I  know  very  few  people  in  Ulinois,  and 
knew  nothing  about  the  political  situation. 

Senator  KSnyon,  How  had  you  figured  that  your  indorsement  of 
Mr.  Lorimer  would  assist  in  trie  matter,  except  with  your  political 
friends ! 

Senator  Penbo8e.  Only  from  the  fact  that  I  was  a  member  of  tbe 
Finance  Committee  and  nad  been  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
for  15  years  and  was  supposed  to  be  a  prominent  Republican — ^just 
as  you  would  refer  a  person  to  anyone  else  there  who  was  supposed 
to  mean  something. 

Senator  Kenyon.  I  did  not  know  but  what  you  might  have  some 
special  political  friends  in  Illinois. 

Senator  Pknrose.  No,  sir;  I  know  absolutely  nothing  about  the 
political  situation  in  Illinois. 

Senator  Jonks.  You  did  not  send  any  personal  indorsement  to  any- 
body in  Illinois } 

Senator  Penrose.  No;  I  simply  stood  ready,  should  anyone  in  Illi- 
nois address  an  inquiry  to  me  as  one  active  on  the  scene  of  opera- 
tions, to  declare  the  importance  of  filling  the  vacant  senatorial  seat. 

Senator  Kenyon.  That  was  at  a  special  session,  was  it  not! 

Senator  Penrose.  Yes, 

Senator  Kenyon.  .What  was  the  importance  of  filling  the  seat  at 
a  special  session? 

Senator  Penrose.  Because  every  Senator  had  enormous  burdens 
thrown  upon  him  at  that  time  in  connection  with  the  framing  of  the 
Payne-AIdrich  tariff  bill,  and,  looking  at  the  situation  in  a  broad 
way,  I  felt  we  would  need  all  the  help  that  we  could  set ;  we  did  not 
want  to  be  shorthanded.  I  have  always  believed  in  filling  every  seat 
in  the  Senate.  I  advocated  the  validity  of  the  appointment  of  the 
governor  when  the  legislature  failed  to  elect  in  the  case  of  my  dead 
colleague,  Senator  Quay,  and  I  have  always  been  a  zealous  advocate 
of  having  the  seats  filled.  At  times  during  my  service  in  the  Senate 
there  have  been  a  number  of  vacancies. 

Senator  Kenton.  There  is  one  now,  is  there  nott 

Senator  Penrose.  There  is  one  now,  hut  there  have  been  times 
where  there  were  three  or  four  or  five. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Did  you  take  any  part  in  endeavoring  to  solve 
the  deadlock  in  Colorado* 

Senator  Penrose.  No,  sir.  I  have  made  numerous  inquiries  as  to 
whether  there  was  any  prospect  of  its  being  solved,  but  no  one  ever 
came  to  see  me  about  that.  I  have  not  run  across  anybody  from 
Colorado.  Of  course,  this  happened  during  the  tariff  discussion, 
when  people  were  here  from  all  over  the  United  States  and  things 
were  a  little  more  active  than  they  are  now. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  have  any  conference  with  Mr.  Hines  at  the 
home  of  Senator  Aldrich  about  this  time? 

Senator  Penrose.  No,  sir.  I  have  been  in  Senator  Aldrich's  com- 
mittee room  with  Mr.  Hines,  and  we  talked  over  the  situation  in  the 
Senate  in  relation  to  the  lumber  matters  and  also  on  the  senatorial 
matter. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  have  no  personal  knowledge  of  a  visit  by  Senator 
Aldrich  to  the  White  House  for  the  puroose  of  obtaining  certain 
information  for  Mr.  Hines  relative  to  the  Illinois  situation! 

Senator  Penrose.  To  the  President? 
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Mr.  Healt.  Yes, 

Senator  Penbose.  \ot  to  m;  knowledge;  only  from  what  I  have 
heard,  and  I  do  not  remember  exactly  what  I  have  heard. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  did  not  discuss  with  Senator  Aldrich  and  Mr. 
Hines  any  information  which  Senator  Aldrich  ma^  have  conveyed  to 
Mr.  Hines  at  that  time  bearing  upon  the  Illinois  situation? 

Senator  Penrose.  I  bad  the  impression  at  that  time  that  Senator 
Aldrich  occupied  pretty  nearly  the  same  position  that  I  did,  that 
he  wanted  to  see  the  seat  filled  as  a  general  proposition. 

Mr.  Healt.  That  is  all,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Senator  Penrose,  you  did  not  originate  any  can- 
didate in  Illinois  for  the  senatorship  and  did  not  try  to? 

Senator  Penkose.  No.  On  the  contrary,  I  was  in  a  most  sincere 
ytay  in  favor  of  Senator  Hopkins. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  you  knew  that  the  deadlock  had  been  continued 
from  on  or  about  the  19th  of  January,  1909,  until  the  time  you  had 
the  talk  with  Mr.  Hines  about  itt 

Senator  Penrose.  Yea,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  you  also  knew  that  the  office  of  Senator  in  Sen- 
ator Hopkins's  place  was  vacant  after  12  o'clock  on  March  4  of  that 
year? 

Senator  Penrose.  Yes. 

Mr,  HANEcr.  And  that  there  was  nobody  to  take  his  place. 

Senator  pENaosE,  That  is  true. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  nobody  could  take  it  until  the  legislature  elected 
some  one. 

Senator  Penrose.  Of  course  it  has  to  be  borne  in  mind— -it  may  not 
be  reaiized  by  everybody — that  during  that  period,  with  hundreds  of 
people  in  Washington,  the  burden  was  much  more  than  any  Senates 
could  well  bear,  and  there  was  a  very  natural  desire  to  have  Senators 
to  bear  their  share  of  the  work.  There  would  be  people  coming  from 
Chicago — I  remember  the  lithographers,  and  people  of  that  kind, 
with  most  complicated  matters  respecting  the  tariff — and  in  the  ab- 
sence of  a  Senator  that  naturally  threw  the  burden  on  people  from 
other  States,  who  had  all  they  could  do.  There  was  a  very  real 
necessity  for  help.  The  mere  physical  labor  of  the  work  at  that  time 
is  something  that  nobody  can  realize  who  was  not  in  it.  Of  course 
Senator  CuTlom  was  here,  but  he  was  tied  up  in  the  sessions  of  the 
committee, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  it  was  a  well-known  fact  to  you  and  others  here 
that  Senator  CuHom  was  nearly  80  years  old? 

Senator  Penrose.  Yes:  he  was  an  old  man.  He  was  always  at- 
tentive and  ready  with  his  work,  and  never  missed  a  meeting  of  the 
committee,  but,  naturally,  he  had  the  physical  infirmities  of  his  years, 

Mr.  Hanecy,  Neither  you  nor  Senator  Aldrich  nor  the  President, 
so  far  as  vou  knew,  took  any  part  in  opposing  the  reelection  of  Sen- 
ator Hopkins  or  any  of  the  other  gentlemen  wTio  were  named  ? 

Senator  Penrose.  I  would  have  gladly  done  all  I  could,  even  to  the 
extent  of  going  to  Chicago,  to  bring  about  Senator  Hopkins's  re- 
election. He  made  a  good  Senator  and  would  have  been  particularly 
useful  at  that  time,  on  account  of  his  familiarity  with  the  tariff,  hav- 
ing been  on  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  in  the  House, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  When  Mr.  Hines  told  you  that  the  factions  in  Illi- 
nois could  not  agree  upon  Mr.  Boutell  and  afterwards  that  they  could 
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Senator  Penrose.  No,  sir;  I  know  very  few  pi' 
knew  nothing  about  the  political  situation. 

Senator  Kenyon.  How  had  you  figured  that 
Mr.  Jjonmer  would  assist  in  the  matter,  excq-i 
friends  ? 

Senator  Penrose.  Only  from  the  fact  that  1 
Finance  Committee  and  had  been  in  the  Sennt 
for  15  years  and  was  supposed  to  be  a  prom 
as  you  would  refer  a  person  to  anyone  else  i 
to  mean  something. 

Senator  Kenyon.  I  did  not  know  but  w! 
special  political  friends  in  Illinois. 

Senator  Penrose.  No,  sir;  I  know  absi 
political  situation  in  Illinois. 

Senator  Jones.  You  did  not  send  any  ]> 
body  in  Illinois? 

Senator  Penroke.  No;  I  simply  .stooil 
nois  address  an  inquiry  to  me  as  one 
tions,  to  declare  the  importance  of  fi!' 

Senator  Kenyon.  That  was  at  a  .=| 

Senator  Penrose.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenyon.  .What  was  the 
a  special  session? 

Senator  Penrose.  Because  evei' 
thrown  upon  him  at  that  time  in 
I  nyne-Aldrich  tariff  bill,  and,  I 
way,  I  felt  we  would  need  all  tl 
want  to  be  shorthanded.    I  ha- 
Jn  tlie  Senate.     I  advocated  t' 
scyernor  wiien  the  legisiatiu 
«onea^ie,  Senator  Quav,  an 
?,    "lynff  the  seats  fille^d. 
f'ere  have  been  a  number  . 
Senator  Kenyon.  Ther  ■     -" 

senator  t>»».„„ —    m. 
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f  whether  he  had  any  pnrticu- 
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of  Senator  Aldrich  and  your 
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lid  afford  adequate  protection 
on  the  tines  indicated  in  the 
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les  of  divergence  in  the  House 

Senator  Penbobe,  There  was  a  great  deal  more  divergence  in  the 
louse  toward  the  end.  and  a  general  disposition  to  pass  the  bill  over 
lo  the  Senate  and  let  the  Senate  perfect  it.  or  pass  it.  anyway. 
Senator  Kenton.  And  that  was  done? 
Senator  Penrose.  I -would  not  want  to  make  any  reflec'' 
ise  of  Representatives;  but  it  would  seem  as  if  that  t 
'  many  cases. 
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not  agree  on  Mr.  Lowden,  then,  for  the  first  time,  the  name  of  Wil- 
liam Lorimer  was  usedt 

Senator  Penrose.  Yes,  I  never  had  heard  of  Mr.  Lorimer  in  that 
connection. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  knew  of  him  as  a  Member  of  the  House! 

Senator  pEtmosE.  I  barely  knew  of  him  as  being  an  influential 
political  leader  in  Chicago  and  an  influential  Member  of  the  House. 
I  had  never  seen  him. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  when  Mr.  Hines  first  talked  to  you  about  Wil- 
liam Lorimer's  candidacy  for  tie  Senate  he  told  you.  or  suggested  to 
you  that  Mr.  Lorimer  probably  would  not  leave  the  House-  bccanise 
of  his  interest  in  the  deep  waterways? 

Senator  pEiiRbSE.  Mr.  Lorimer,  as  I  knew  the  situation,  was  Mr. 
Hines's  last  resort,  and  his  doubt  was  whether  he  could  induce  Mr. 
Lorimer  to  enter  the  situation  and  solve  it. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  it  was  pretty  well  known  there  that  the  legisla- 
ture had  gone  on  to  that  date  and  might  adjourB  wiihoot  electing 
anybody  ? 

Senator  Fenbosz.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Hanect.  It  was  also  known  that  the  Legislature  of  Illinois,  in 
joint  assembly,  had  a  large  Republican  majority? 

Senator  Penrose.  Yes;  these  people  were  coming  from  Chicago 
and  Illinois  every  day,  amd  they  were  coming  to  see  me  and  I  did  not 
know  them,  and  I  did  not  know  as  to  the  reliability  of  their  state- 
ments on  the  tariff,  and  I  was  praying  daily  for  a  Senator  to  hand 
them  over  to. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  when  it  was  learned,  or  when  you  were  satis- 
fied, that  the  different  factions  in  Illinois  could  not  agree  upon  any- 
body for  Senator,  and  that  the  legislature  might  adjourn  without 
electing  anybody,  the  name  of  Mr.  Lorimer  was  mentioned;  and 
when  you  thought  that  he  could  be  elected,  or  that  the  factions  could 
agree  upon  him,  or  he  could  get  votes  enough  to  be  elected,  you  were 
for  him? 

Senator  Penrose.  I  was  for  any  available  Kepublican.  Of  course 
I  was  gratified  at  the  selection  of  Mr.  Lorin>er,  because  I  knew  he 
was  a  man  of  ability  and  experience. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  you  either  said  or  gave  Mr.  Hines  to  understand 
that  if  anybody  in  Illinois  wanted  to  refer  to  you  as  to  your  feeling 
or  disposition  as  to  the  election  of  Mr.  Loruner  as  ^nator,  that 
mifht  be  done! 

Senator  Penrose.  That  they  could  telephone  to  me,  see  me,  or 
write  to  me.  I  early  became  impressed  with  Mr.  Hines  ts  a  bright-, 
active  business  man,  with  a,  vast  experience  of  conditions  all  over 
the  country;  and  I  conceived  the  idea  that  his  interest  in  the  trans- 
action was  entirely  for 'the  good  of  the  Government  and  of  the  gen- 
eral proposition.  I  never  received  the  impression  that  he  had  any 
candidate,  or  any  political  scheme  to  work  out. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  There  was'no  secret  about  your  position  on  any  of 
those  c^uestions,  or  as  to  Mr.  Lorimer's  canciidacy,  or  your  desire  to 
have  bun  elected? 

Senator  Penrose.  Not  at  all.  Mr.  Hines  walked  into  my  commit- 
tee room  in  the  light  of  day,  and  before  a  hundred  other  people  there 
on  the  tariff,  waiting  in  the  outer  room. 
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Mr.  Hanbct.  That  is  all. 

Senator  Kenyon.  This  session  of  Congress  was  a  special  session, 
called  to  revise  the  tariff ! 

Senator  Penrose.  Called  to  pass  the  reciprocity  bill. 

Senator  Kbnyon.  I  do  not  mean  this  one. 

Senator  Penbose.  Oh,  I  beg  yon  pardon;  yes. 

Senator  Kenyon.  I  refer  to  the  one  in  1909. 

Senator  Pekruse.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenyon.  And  there  was  no  other  business  but  the  tariff 
bill  before  that  special  session! 

Senator  pEHRoaB.  No. 

Senator  Kenyon.  When  did  the  session  commence,  Senator,  ap- 
proximatelyt 

Senator  Penrose.  I  do  not  remember.  My  recollection  is  that  it 
commenced  right  away  after  the  4th  of  March j  did  it  not!  I  have 
forgotten. 

Senator  Kenton.  I  think  it  did. 

Senator  Penbose.  I  think  so. 

Senator  Kenton.  And  ran  until  some  time  in  August! 

Senator  Pxnbobe.  Some  time  in  August — the  3d  or  4tlv  of  August, 
OS  I  recollect.    I  do  not  remember. 

Senator  Ksntom.  That  may  not  be  just  the  date,  but  it  is  approxi- 
mately right  ? 

Senator  Phneoae.  Yes.     I  do  not  remembw  now. 

Senator  Kenton.  During  that  time  the  entire  work  of  the  ses- 
sion was  the  tariff  bill  ? 

Senator  Penrose.  Yes ;  and  that  was  enough. 

Senator  Kenton.  There  were  wideJy  divergMit  views  as  there 
are  always  vpon  any  tariff  revision  proposition! 

Senator  Penrose.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Senator  Aldrich  was  greatly  interested  in  cer- 
tain schedules  of  the  tariff,  was  he  not! 

Senator  Penrose.  Yea.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  had  any  particu- 
lar interest  in  any  schedule.  He  was  interested  in  the  general  propo- 
sition of  passing  a  tariff  bill. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Were  the  interest  of  Senator  Aldrich  and  your 
interest  about  the  same?  That  is,  did  your  minds  run  in  the  same 
channe!  as  to  what  kind  of  a  tariff  bill  should  be  passed ! 

Senator  Penrose.  I  take  it  that  they  did.  T\e  both  believed  in  a 
revision  of  the  tariff. 

Senator  Kenyon.  Upward  or  downward? 

Senator  Penrose.  A  revision  that  would  afford  adequate  protection 
to  the  industries  of  the  United  States  on  the  lines  indicated  in  the 
platform  of  the  Republican  Party. 

Senator  Kenyon.  This  bill  first  passed  the  House,  of  course ! 

Senator  Penrose.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenyon.  There  were  some  lines  of  divergence  in  the  House 
on  different  schedules? 

Senator  Penrose,  There  wa-s  a  great  deal  more  divergence  in  the 
House  toward  the  end.  and  a  general  disposititni  to  pass  the  bill  over 
to  the  Senate  and  let  the  Senate  perfect  it,  or  pass  it,  anyway. 

Senator  Kenton.  And  that  was  done  ? 

Senator  Penrose.  T -would  not  want  to  make  any  reflection  on  the 
House  of  Representatives ;  but  it  would  seem  as  if  that  was  done  in  a 
good  many  cases. 
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Senator  Kenyon.  And  when  it  got  into  the  Senate  there  was  a 
great  deal  of  discussion  and  more  or  less  friction  over  certain  sched- 
ules of  the  tariffs 

Senator  Penrose.  Over  every  schedule. 

Senator  Kenton.  And  there  were  lines  of  deinaiib»tion  in  the 
Republican  Party  t 

Senator  Penrose.  There  was  always  a  safe  majority  in  the  Senate 
at  that  Congress  for  the  bill  as  it  was  reported  by  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee. 

Senator  Kenton.  As  to  every  schedule! 

Senator  Penrose.  As  to  every  schedule.  We  were  in  better  shape 
then  than  we  are  now. 

Senator  Kenton.  There  were  only  seven  then! 

Senator  Penrose.  There  were  only  seven  against  the  bUl.  We  had 
a  good  margin  on  any  kind  of  a  schedule  that  the  committee  re- 
ported. 

Senator  Kenton.  So  that  whatever  the  committee  reported  went 
through! 

Senator  Penrose.  Yes.  I  do  not  think  the  proclivities  or  views  of 
a  Senator  from  Illinois  on  the  tariff  entered  into  the  situaticHi  at  all. 
So  far  as  I  was  concerned,  I  looked  at  the  thing  in  the  broadest 
spirit— that  this  office  ought  to  be  filled:  that  these  business  men 
by  scores  were  coming  here  every  day  and  hounding  the  life  out  of 
me  and  others,  and  I  wanted  some  one  to  help  bear  the  burden. 

Senator  Jones.  When  the  tariff  is  under  discussion,  it  naturally 
throws  a  heavier  burden  on  the  members  of  the  Finance  Committee ; 
does  it  not.  Senator! 

Senator  Penrose.  Yes;  they  have  to  bear  the  brunt,  of  course. 

Senator  Jones.  And  people  from  the  different  States  naturally 
go  to  the  members  of  that  committee  after  they  go  to  their  own 
Senators ! 

Senator  Penrose.  But  the  Senator  from  the  State  can  help  WMider- 
fuUy  by  telling  you  who  is  who,  and  who  ig  reliable  and  who  is  noL 
They  were  all  strangers  to  most  of  us.  If  a  lot  of  people  came  from 
the  State  of  Washington,  I  would  naturally  want  to  confer  with  you 
as  to  who  they  were. 

Senator  Kenton.  Is  that  the  way  you  became  acquainted  with 
Mr.  Hines! 

Senator  Penrose.  Yes;  during  the  tariff  discussion.  I  never 
heard  of  the  man  before. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  never  heard  of  him  before! 

Senator  Penrose.  No. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  saw  him  quite  frequently  during  the  tariff 
discussion  1 

Senator  Penrose.  Oh,  yes. 

Senator  Kenton.  And  as  the  Illinois  matter  ran  along  he  com- 
menced to  talk  to  you  about  filling  the  vacancy  out  in  IlTinois,  did 
he,  or  to  discuss  it! 

Senator  Penrose.  Mr.  Hines  never  impressed  me  as  being  in  any 
way  a  politician.  I  think  the  probabilities  are  that  I  opened  up  the 
subject  with  him,  and  asked  iitm  whether  it  was  not  possible  to 
bring  about  an  election.  I  rather  think  I  invited  his  activities  in 
the  matter. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  started  him  on  it! 
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Senator  Pemrosb.  I  think  so;  yes — ^not  in  any  official  or  formal 
way,  you  know ;  but  I  think  the  suggestion  probably  came  from  me. 

Senator  Kemton.  And  after  the  suggestion  came  from  you  it  was 
a  matter  of  frequent  discussion  f 

Senator  Penrose.  As  I  would  see  him  from  day  to  day. 

Senator  Kenton.  And  you  talked  with  Senator  Aldrich  about  itt 

Senator  Penrose.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  talk  about  it  with  members  of  the 
Illinois  delegation! 

Senator  Penrose.  Yes.  I  had  several  conversations  with  Mr. 
Boutell  and  Mr.  McKinley,  and  quite  a  number  of  people  in  and 
about  the  congressional  committee.  We  all  agreed  it  was  a  good 
thing  to  have  some  one  fill  the  office. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  became  quite  active  in  wanting  it  filled  ? 

Senator  Penxose.  I  can  not  say  that  I  was  quite  active.  I  was 
interested  in  having  it  filled. 

Senator  Kenton  (after  a  conference  with  the  chairman).  Senator, 
it  seems  that  you  are  wanted  nt  the  Senate. 

Senator  Penrose.  I  will  conclude  by  this  statement:  In  other 
words,  if  Mr.  Hines  had  been  staying  at  home  and  attending  to  his 
business  in  Chicago,  and  the  tariff  had  not  been  up,  and  he  had  never 
seen  me  or  a  lot  of  people  who  were  interested  in  politics  night  and 
day,  I  do  not  imagine  he  would  ever  have  gotten  interested  in  the 
senatorial  fight.    That  is  my  diagnosis  of  the  situation. 

Senator  Kenton.  Would  you  have  gotten  interested  in  the  sena- 
torial fight  if  no  question  of  the  tariff  Had  been  involved? 

Senator  Penrose.  Would  I? 

Senator  ISenyon.  Yes. 

Senator  Penrose.  My  interest  would  not  have  been  as  acute;  be- 
cause in  a  session  like  the  present  one  there  is  no  one  in  Washington, 
and  the  duties  of  no  Senator  are  very  heavy  unless  he  wants  to  make 
a  long  speech  during  this  hot  weather. 

Senator  Kenton.  Some  seem  to  want  to  do  that. 

Senator  Penrose.  It  seems  to  be  so. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  say  to  Mr.  Hines  that  Senator  Aldrich 
was  very  much  interested  in  the  matter  because  there  were  certain 
schedules  in  the  Payne- Aldrich  or  Payne  tariff  bill 

Senator  Penrose,  I  beg  your  pardon;  will  you  read  that  question 
over  again? 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  say  to  Mr.  Hines  at  any  time  that 
Senator  Aldrich  was  very  much  interested  because  there  were  certain 
schedules  in  the  Payne-Aldrich  or  Payne  tariff  bill  which  it  looked 
very  doubtful  if  they  would  be  able  to  pass  in  the  Senate,  and  that 
you  wanted,  or  that  Aldrich  wanted,  every  Bepublican  vote  pos.sible, 
and  was  very  anxious  that  a  Republican  should  be  elected  from 
Illinois? 

Senator  Penrose.  Mr.  Hines  might  have  gotten  that  impression, 
because  I  do  not  suppose  he  followed  politics  very  closely ;  out  as  a 
matter  of  fact  I  looked  on  it  in  a  much  broader  way.  Of  conrse.  so 
far  as  a  Senator  from  Illinois  would  help  on  close  votes,  if  the  ma- 
jority was  not  increased  by  his  presence,  he  would  be  an  advantage. 
But  there  were  no  votes,  as  the  record  shows,  that  were  not  carried 
by  an  ample  margin.  I  looked  on  it  in  as  broad  a  spirit  as  pwsible — 
that  some  one  ought  to  be  here  to  help  on  in  the  work. 
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Senator  Kenyon.  How  did  you  get  your  information  that  Mr. 
Lorimer  was  the  only  arailable  candidate  in  Illinois? 

Senator  Penrose.  From  Mr.  Hines  and  from  others  to  whom  I 
talked ;  and  I  was  quickly  persuaded  of  that  fact  by  the  results. 

Senator  Kenton,  It  started  out  with  other  candidates? 

Senator  Peneosb,  Yea. 

Senator  Kenyon.  And  you  say  that  Mr.  Lorimer  (to  uae  your 
language)  was  "Hines's  last  resort"? 

Senator  Penbose.  That  was  my  distinct  impression  of  the  thing — 
his  last  resort,  and  that  he  unwillingly  entered  the  controversr. 

Senator  Kbnton.  Mr.  Hines  was  not  prominent  in  politics  in  Illi- 
nois, was  he? 

Senator  Penrose.  I  never  thought  he  was.  He  never  impressed 
me  as  being. 

Senator  Kenton.  How  did  you  think  he  would  be  an  agency  in 
bringing  about  this  result? 

S^fltor  Penrose.  It  was  just  one  of  thoee  casual  suggestitMis  you 
make  during  the  course  of  the  week  that  bear  fruit. 

Senator  Kenton,  You  form  your  judgment  from  the  fruit? 

Senator  Penrose.  I  mentioned  it  casually  to  him.  Mr.  Hines  ap- 
peared to  be  able  to  get  in  touch  with  conditions  out  there,  and  I 
suppose  he  represented  that  leading  Senators  thought  it  would  be 
well  to  fill  this  seat,  and  the  seat  was  filled.  Wheh  I  talked  to  him 
I  had  no  definite  idea,  of  course,  that  the  legislature  would  do  any- 
thing else  than  adjourn  without  electing  a  Senator. 

Senator  Kenton.  How  long  before  the  time  of  the  election  did 
you  first  talk  with  him  about  Senator  Lorimer— how  long  before  Mr. 
Lorimer  was  elected  Senator? 

Senator  Penrose.  Oh,  I  could  not  remember  that. 

Senator  Kenton.  Could  you  not  say  whether  it  was  a  matter  of 
days  or  weeks? 

Senator  Penrose.  Probably  it  was  a  compartively  short  time — 
two  or  three  weeks,  perhaps. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  were  impressed  with  the  thought  that  Mr. 
Hines  had  the  interests  of  the  Republican  Partr  deeply  at  heart? 

Senator  Penrose.  I  was  impressed  with  the  thought  that  Mr, 
Hines  was  president  of  thi!  National  Lumbermen's  Association,  and 
they  were  persuaded  that  the  tariff  was  a  matter  of  enormous  impor- 
—- ~~tafic&^«  them ;  and  incidentally  he  was  interested  as  a  business  man 
and  a  citizen,  as  he  had  a  right  to  be,  and  as  every  one  else  was  at 
that  time,  in  general  political  conditions. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  think  he  had  more  of  an  interest  in 
the  tariff  on  lumber  than  he  did  in  the  welfare  of  the  Republican 
Party? 

Senator  Penrose.  I  will  say  for  Mr.  Hines  that  I  think  that  from 
the  suggestions  made  to  him  by  me  and  others  he  acquired  a  bona 
fide  and  disinterested  wisli  to  have  this  vacancy  filled  for  the  good 
of  the  Republican  Party  and  of  what  I  consider  the  good  of  the 
Government,  because  I  can  not  see  what  difference  it  made  to  the 
lumber  situation.  The  lumber  schedule  was  the  strongest  schedule 
in  the  whole  tariff  bill  in  the  House  and  in  the  Senate.  I  do  not  see 
why  Mr.  Hines's  own  bu,siness  interests  would  have  been  a»y  in- 
centive for  him  to  have  gone  into  this  contest.  I  suppose  his  fitt- 
ing blood  was  aroused,  and  he  took  an  interest  in  it 
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Senator  Kenton.  I  think  that  is  all. 

The  Chaibhan.  You  are  excused,  Senator,  with  the  statement  that 
you  are  wajited  in  the  Senate. 

Senator  Penrose.  I  guess  they  will  get  along  just  as  well  with- 
out me. 

TESTDfOHT  OT  EDWA&D  H.  THOHAS— Beaomed. 

(At  the  request  of  Mr.  Farrar,  the  stenographer  read  aloud  the 
last  few  questions  and  answers  of  Mr.  Thomass  testimony,  as  fol- 
lows:) 

Mr.  Fabbab.  Wtiat  ts  the  next  one? 

Mr.  Tkouas.  On  Februnry  7.  1911,  Mr.  HlnM  left  for  Wanhinston  and  New 
Tork,  and  returned  to  Chicago  on  March  5,  1911. 

Mr.  Fabbab.  That  record  1b  In  your  haadwrltlng? 

Mr.  TiioHAS.  TeB,  sir. 

Mr.  Fakkab.  And  wbs  made  at  the  time? 

Mr.  Thouas.  AbsolutelT. 

Mr.  Farrar.  What  is  the  next  record  after  Mr.  Hines  returned  to 
Chicago  on  March  5,  1911? 

Mr.  Thomas.  March  6  Mr.  Hines  left  for  Buluth  and  Virginia, 
and  returned  to  Chicago  on  March  12. 

Mr.  Faxrar.  Is  that  record  in  your  handwriting! 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Made  at  the  time? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Made  at  that  particular  time. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Can  you  eo  back  to  this  file  and  to  the  records  prior 
to  January  1,  1900,  which  are  tabulated  as  shown  in  those  packets, 
and  give  this  committee  the  record  of  Mr.  Hines's  presence  in  Chi- 
cago or  absences  from  Cbiet^o  for  any  period  of  timet 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Fasbar,  That  record,  then,  is  complete  I 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Are  all  those  papers  whicii  are  contained  on  that 
spindle  and  from  which  you  have  taken  the  memoranda  as  to  which 
I  have  examined  you  original  entries  made  at  the  time! 

Mr.  Thomab.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Jones.  When  will  you  transcribe  those  to  that  more  per- 
manent form,  Mr.  Thomas! 

Mr,  Thomas.  I  do  not  suppose  I  ever  will. 

Senator  Jones.  Are  you  following  a  new  system  now! 

Mr.  Thomas.  No;  we  are  continuing  the  system  as  you  see  it  there. 

Senator  Jones.  Why  do  you  not  do  thatf 

Mr.  Thomas.  It  answers  the  purpose  well  enough  in  its  present 
condition. 

Senator  Joneb.  You  will  throw  those  away,  will  you! 

Mr.  Thomas.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Jones,  How  will  you  preserve  them ! 

Mr.  Thomas.  I  have  been  keepmg  them  in  a  tin  box  in  a  vault. 

Senator  Jones.  You  will  not  ]ust  pile  them  all  in  loose! 

Mr.  Thomas.  Oh,  no;  I  will  leave  them  just  as  they  are  there. 

Senator  Jones.  On  the  spindle! 

Mr,  Thomas.  On  the  spindle ;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  get  a  new  spindle  for  the  future! 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes,  sir.  ,-.  , 
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Mr.  Faehab.  Please  turn  back  on  your  spindle  to  the  record  of 
1909,  and  trace  Mr.  Hines's  preeence  in  Cnicago  or  absence  from 
Chicago,  beginning,  say,  with  tbe  1st  of  March,  1910. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Keep  those  others  that  you  have  testified  about  sep- 
arate from  those. 

(The  witness  examined  the  papers  on  the  spindle.) 

Mr.  Farsab.  Read  from  your  records  straignt  along  consecutively 
from,  say,  March  1,  1909,  until  July  1,  1909, 

Mr.  "Thomas  (reading) : 

On  February  18,  1909,  Mr.  Hlnes  left  for  WHahlu^on  and  Pftlm  Beach,  re- 
turned to  WBHhlngton  nn  May  18,  and  iirrlred  In  Chicago  on  Uarcb  14,  1909. 

On  March  30  Mr.  Hlnes  left  for  Washington  and  returned  on  April  IS. 

On  April  28  Mr.  Hlnes  left  Chicago  for  Duluth,  Virginia,  Iron  Blver,  and 
Duluth,  and  returned  to  Chicago  on  April  29. 

On  Mar  ^  Mr.  Hlnes  left  for  Washington ;  returned  to  (3ilcaK0  on  May  16. 

On  May  19  Mr.  Hinea  left  for  Washington  and  returned  to  Chicago  on  May  28. 

On  May  31  Mr.  Hlnes  loft  for  Washington  and  returned  on  June  5. 

On  June  15  Mr.  Hlnes  left  for  Washington  and  returned  on  June  25. 

On  June  29  Mr.  Hinea  left  for  Dulntb  and  Winnipeg,  returned  to  Duluth,  and 
then  went  to  Virginia  and  returned  to  Duluth,  and  returned  to  Chicago  on 
Jnly  S. 

On  July  6  Mr.  Hines  left  for  Washington  and  returned  on  July  10. 

On  July  10  Mr.  Hlnes  and  Mrs.  nines,  Edward,  and  Ralph  left  for  St.  Pan), 
thence  for  Seattle  and  Alaska,  and  returned  on  August  8. 

Mr.  Farrah.  That  is  enough,  Mr.  Thomas.  So  that,  by  that  record, 
you  can  trace  Mr.  Hines's  presence  in  Chicago  and  his  absences  from 
Chicago  from  the  date  when  that  record  begins  down  to  the  present 
time? 

Mr.  Thomas.   Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Farrar.  And  that  record  begins  back  in  1894? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Farrar.  The  witness  is  yours. 

Mr.  Healy.  Mr.  Thomas,  from  whom  do  you  secure  your  informa- 
tion on  which  you  base  the  statements  contained  in  these  sheets  to 
which  you  have  referred  in  your  testimony? 

Mr.  Thomas.  When  Mr.  Hinea  leaves  the  city  he  invariably  tells 
me  where  he  is  going,  as  a  matter  of  information  for  the  office  to 
reach  him ;  and  should  anything  come  up  after  he  has  left  to  change 
the  route  that  he  left  with  us  before  he  went  away,  we  usually  hear 
from  him  by  telegraph  or  long-distance  telephone. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  entry  do  you  make  when  he  leaves  Chicago  on 
these  slips  or  sheets  of  paper? 

Mr.  Thomas.  I  think  it  will  be  as  the  bottom  one  that  you  see  there 
is.  I  think  it  is  the  last  one.  Those  are  the  originals,  you  under- 
stand. 

Mr.  Healy.  I  understand.  Referring  to  the  sheet  which  reads: 
"  2/7/11  Mr.  Hines  left  for  Washington  and  New  York  and  Wash- 
ington, returned  3/5/11."  what  part  of  that  sheet  was  written  at  the 
time  that  Mr.  Hines  departed  from  Chicago? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Simply :  "  Mr.  Hines  left  for  Washington." 

Mr.  He,vly.  Wiieti  did  you  write  upon  that  sheet  "  and  New 
York?" 

Mr.  Thomas.  When  I  received  a  telegram  stating  that  he  had 
been  to  New  York. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  received  a  telegram  from  him  i 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes,  sir. 
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Mr.  Healt.  Indicating  that  he  had  left  the  city  of  Washington 
and  gone  to  the  city  of  New  York  ? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  have  a  distinct  recollection  of  having  received 
such  a  telegram  * 

Mr.  Thomas.  Absolutely. 

Mr.  Hbalt.  Have  you  the  telegram  with  you  ? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  May  I  see  it  ? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes,  ar  [handing  telegram  to  counsel], 

Mr.  Healt.  The  witness  han£  me  a  telegram  dated  Washington, 
February  11, 1911 : 
E.  H.  L.  Co.,  Chicago: 

Saw  Miller  New  York  Saturday.    Not  necessary  telephone  blm. 

Bdwabd  Hine;;.  . 

25  a,  HI. 

Mr.  Farrab.  25  a.  m. ! 

Mr.  Healy,  Yes,  There  is  an  apostrophe,  a  semicolon,  and  26 
a.  m.    It  is  evidently  a  mistake. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  It  is  evidently  a  mistake  on  the  part  of  the  operator. 

Mr.  Healy.  This  telegram  indicated  to  you  what? 

Mr.  Thomas.  That  Mr.  Hines  had  been  to  New  York.  :  ... 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  it  indicate  to  you  when  he  had  been  to .  New 
Yorkt 

Mr.  Thomas.  No  ;  only  what  it  says.  ■    .     . 

Mr.  Healt.  Or  how  l<Hig  he  renamed  in  New  YorkT 

Mr.  Thomas.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Fletchek.  Is  it  a  night  message  or  a  day  message? 

Mr.  Healy.  This  was  a  night  messaee. 

When  you  received  this  telegram  dia  you  make  any  entry  or  memo- 
randum  on  this  ^eet  of  paper — the  one  to  which  I  have  called  your 
attention  ? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes,  sir;  I  made  it  immediately. 

Mr.  Hbalt,  It  was  then  that  you  added  "  and  New  York  "  ? 

Mr.  Thomas.  "And  New  York  " ;  ves. 

Mr,  HzALY,  Did  you  receive  a  furtner communication  from  him? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  By  way  of  a  telegram  ? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Afterwards ;  yes:  from  Washington. 

Mr.  Healy,  This  came  from  Washington,  did  it  not? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  have  some  additional  telegrams  received  fnan  him 
during  this  period  ? 

Mr,  Thomas.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  Will  you  produce  them,  please,  and  let  me  see  them  ? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes  [handing  telegrams  to  counsel]. 

Mr,  Healy.  You  have  handed  me  a  telegram  dated  February  8, 
1911,  at  AVashington,  to  the  Edward  Hines  Lumber  Co.  and  signed 
by  Mr,  Hines,  which  indicated  his  presence  in  Washington  on  ttiat 
day! 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Healy.  And  a  telegram  dated  from  Washington  February  9, 
indicating  his  presence  in  Washington  on  that  day  ? 
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,  Mr.  Thomas.  Yes,  eir. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  a.  telegram  dated  Washington,  D.  C.,  February  13, 
1911,  addre-ssed  to  Isaac  Baker  and  signed  Edward  Hines,  iodicaling 
his  presence  in  Washington  a,t  that  tfine? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  These  last  three  telegrams  to  which  I  have  called  your 
attention  are  what — copies  of  the  originals? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Those  are  the  originals  that  came  into  our  office. 

Mr.  Healy.  From  the  telegraph  company? 

Mr.  Thomas.  From  the  telegraph  company ;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  They  are  od  blank  yellow  papw,  without  the  custom- 
ftry  or  usual  printed  matter  which  those  telegrams  contain? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes.    We  get  a  lot  of  those  that  way. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  a  telegram  dated  February  14,  1911,  at  Wash- 
ington, D.C.,indicating  Mr.Hines's  presence  in  Washingteoi  on  that 
day? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  this  is  a  lettCT  to  Mr.  Hines  from  New  Orleans. 
Are  we  interested  in  that  t 

Mr.  Hanecy.  It  ia  addressed  to  him  in  Washington,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Healt.  It  is  addressed  to  him  at  Washington,  yes;  dated 
February  14,  at  New  Orleans,  and  addi^ssed  to  aim  at  the  New 
Willard  Hotel,  Washington. 

Mr.  HaneCt.  Tes.  That  acknowledges  the  receipt  of  a  telegram 
that  day,  does  it  not! 

Mr.  Healy,  Yes. 

And  a  letter  addressed  to  Mr.  Hines  in  care  of  the  ITew  Willard 
Hotel,  Washington,  dated  February  16,  1911,  from  Thomas  F. 
Toomey. 

And  a  telegram  dated  at  Washington,  Februair  16, 1911,  addressed 
io  C.  F.  Wiehe,  Chicago,  and  signed  by  Edward  Hines. 

Mr.  TnOMAa  Yes. 

Mr.  Hakect.  And  addressed  to  Mr.  Wiehe  in  Chicago? 

Mr.  Hbalt.  Yes;  and  dated  at  Washington. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healt.  A  amilar  telegram,  dated  at  Washington,  D.  C, 
February  17,  1911,  addressed  to  W.  D.  Hamilton,  Chicago,  signed 
Edward  Hines,  which  reads  as  follows: 

ImpoBslble  leave  hen  before  loat  iMSt  wmIl 

Who  was  W.  D.  Hamilton? 

Mr.  Thomas.  He  was  manager  of  our  marine  department. 

Mr.  Htnes.  What  is  the  date  of  that? 

Mr.  Healy.  Febniair  17. 

Then  one  dated  at  Washington,  February  18,  1911,  addressed  to 
Mr.  Toom^,    Who  is  Mr.  Toomey? 

Mr.  Thomas.  He  is  the  assistant  to  the  Ttce  president  in  our  office. 

Mr.  Hkalt.  And  one  dated  Febmary  18,  1911,  addressed  to  C.  F. 
Wi^e  at  Chicago. 

Mr.  Htnbb.  From  Washington? 

Mr,  Healy.  Yes. 

Mr.  Farrar.  And  signed  Edward  Hines? 

Mr.  Healt.  Signed  'H.,"  which,  I  assume,  stands  for  Hines. 

One  dated  February  20,  1911,  to  E.  H.  L.  Co.,  Chicago,  agned 
Edward  Hines.  ,  -  i 
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Mr.  Hymea.  From  Washington! 

Mr.  Healt.  From  Washin^n. 

One  addressed  to  Edward  Hmes,  at  Washington,  dated  at  ChicagOf 
February  21,  1911,  and  signed  by  the  Edwarf  Hinea  Lumber  Co. 

Mr.  Thohab.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  On  this  telegram  to  which  I  have  just  called  attentioft 
is  written  in  lead  pencil: 

AnswerM  yes,  aeeonlnnce  letter.    C.  R.  N. 

Who  is  tfaatt 

Mr.  Thomas.  Mr.  Hines's  stenographer. 

Mr.  Healy.  That  was  Mr.  Hines's  stenographer  who  was  in  Wash- 
ington with  him  at  the  time  ? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  know  why  Mr.  Hines's  stenographer  answered 
that  particular  telegram  i 

Mr.  Thomas.  No,  sir;  I  do  not. 

Mr,  Healt.  And  a  telegram  dated  at  Washington,  February  21, 
1911,  sent  to  three  different  persons  and  signed  "H,"  And  attached 
to  that  is  a  telegram  dated  at  New  Orleans,  February  21,  1911,  ad- 
dressed to  Edward  Hines,  at  the  New  Willard,  Washington,  D.  C, 
signed  by  F.  W.  Pettibone. 

A  telegram  dated  Washington,  February  21,  1911,  sent  to  certain 
petsons  in  Toronto,  Canada,  signed  Edward  Hines. 

And  the  telegram  from  those  same  persons,  which  evidently  called 
out  the  telegram  just  referred  to. 

One  dated  Washington,  February  21,  1911,  to  the  E".  H.  L.  Co., 
Chicago,  signed  Edward  Hines. 

One  dated  Washington,  February  21,  l9ll,  to  M.  W.  T.,  Chicago, 
signed  Edward  Hine*. 

One  dated  Washington,  February  28,  1911,  to  the  E,  H.  L.  Co., 
Chicago,  signed  Edward  Hines,  and  which  reads  as  follows: 

.Send  no  more  mnt)  here.     Expect  Iionie  S.itardHf  or  Sunday. 

Mr.  Htnes.  What  is  the,  date  of  that? 

Mr.  Hbaly.  February  23. 

Do  you  know  what  day  the  23d  of  February  of  this  year  fell  upon? 

Mr.  Thomab.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  One  dated  at  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  February  24,  1911,  ad- 
dressed to  Edward  Hines  and  signed  J.  £.  Khodes. 

Mr.  Hanecv,  Addressed  to  Edward  Hines,  where? 

Mr.  Healt.  At  the  New  Willard,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Yes. 

Mr,  Healt.  And  a  carbon  copy  of  what  purports  to  be  a  night 
letter  dated  February  25, 1911,  addressed  to  the  Edward  Hines  Lum- 
ber Co.  and  signed  Edward  Hines. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Frwn  where? 

Mr.  Healt.  I  do  not  know.    It  reads: 

Impossible  leave  here  to-ulght.  Send  mall  bcre,  nddressed  Xelson.  Tele- 
pbone  B^ranston. 

Mr,  Hanect.  Nelson  is  Mr.  Hines's  secretary. 

Mr.  Thomas.  That  evidently  was  from  Washington. 

Mr.  Htnes.  Do  you  know  where  the  original  of  that  telegram  is? 

Mr.  Thomas.  No;  I  do  not  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  Healt.  Where  did  you  obtain  this?  ^--  i 
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Mr.  Thouas.  Out  of  the  files. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  purports  to  be  the  original  has  just  been  handed 
to  me  by  Mr.  Marble,  dated  Washington,  February  25,  1911,  to  the 
E.  H.  L.  Co.  The  address  is  somewhat  different  from  the  carbon 
copy  which  you  have  produced,  but  the  language  of  the  message  is 
the  same. 

Mr.  Hakbct,  K«ad  that  into  the  record  instead  of  the  carbon  copy. 

Mr.  Healy.  The  language  of  the  message  is  precisely  the  same. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  have  called  attention  to  some  difference,  but 
you  did  not  say  what  it  was. 

Mr.  Healt.  In  the  address  only. 
"  The  ori^nal  is  addressed  "  E,  H.  L.  Company." 

The  canion  which  Mr.  Thomas  produced  is  addressed  "  Edward 
Hines  Lumber  Co.,  2431  South  Lincoln  Street,  Chicago,  111." 

Mr.  Thomas.  That  is  the  same  thing. 

Mr.  Healy.  The  signature  on  the  carbon  is  written  out  in  full, 
and  on  the  original  it  is  abbreviated  "  Edw.  Hines." 

Mr.  Hynes.  That  is  under  date  of  the  25th  ? 

Mr,  Healy.  Yes. 

Also  a  telegram  dated  Washington,  February  25,  1911,  addressed 
to  C.  F.  Wiehe,  Chicago,  signed  Edward  Hines,  and  reading: 

■Mail  r^^tered  to-day,  sure ;  Cook  correflpondence  addresB  to  Carl. 

Who  was  the  Cook  to  whom  that  message  referred,  do  you  know  * 
:  Mr.  Thomas.  I  think  it  was  Mr.  Cook  of  Cook  &  O'Brien. 

Mr.  Healy.  W.  H.  Cook? 
■  Mr.  THOMiB.  Yes. 

Mr.  Farsar.  That  referred  to  the  letter  which  Cook  had  sent  to 
Mr.  Wiehe  to  be  forwarded  to  Mr.  Hines  i 

Mr.  Hymes.  It  shows  that  Mr,  Hines  was  here  at  that  time. 
.  Mr.  Healt.  Also  a  telegram  dated  at  Washington,-  February  20. 
1911,  addressed  to  C.  F.  Wiehe,  Chicago,  and  signed  "Ijoretta.^ 

Mr.  Hanecy.  "  Lor^ta  "  is  Mrs.  Hines. 

Mr.  Healy  (continuing) .  Bearing  evidently  upon  a  personal  mat- 
ter. 
,    Mr.  Hakecy.  "  Loretta  "  is  Mrs.  Hines,  is  she  not,  Mr.  Thomas! 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes, 
,  Mr.  Healy.  A  telegram  dated  Washington,  February  28,  1911, 
to  E.  H,  Thoma.s,  Chicago,  signed   Edward  Hines.     You  are  the 
Thomas  referred  to  in  this  message? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  One  dated  Washington,  March  3, 1911,  to  the  E.  H.  U 
Co.,  Chicago,  signed  Edward  Hines.  One  dated  Washington,  March 
4,  1911,  to  the  E.  H.  L.  Co.,  Chicago,  signed  Edward  Hines. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  What  is  that? 

Mr.  Healy.  It  reads : 


Teufel  liave  Virginia  matters  ready 

It  was  from  these  telegrams  which  you  have  produced  here  that 
you  determined  the  wliereabouts  of  Mr.  Hines  during  the  month  of 
February  and  the  early  part  of  March,  1911? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Healy.  You  have  no  further  information  on  the  subject? 
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Mr.  Thohak  Only  that  we  sent  him  a  lot  of  telegrams,  and  he 
evidently  got  them.  These  are  our  telegrams  here  [producing  a 
number  of  tele^ams]. 

Mr.  Healy.  We  had  better  look  at  those.  You  have  produced 
here,  among  other  telegrams,  one  dated  February  17, 1911,  addressed 
to  Edward  Hines,  care  Waldorf  Astoria,  New  York,  which  reads  as 
follows : 


Call  me  long  distance  quick;  very  Important. 


O.    F,    WlEHE. 


Do  you  know  what  that  is? 

Mr.  Thomas.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Fahbar.  When  was  thati 

Mr.  HiiALT.  February  17.  Do  you  know  whether  Mr.  Hines  left 
New  York  on  or  about  February  17  and  went  to  Chicago  and  im- 
mediately returned  to  New  York  or  Washington  ? 

Mr.  Thomas.  He  did  not. 

Mr.  Healt.  How  do  you  know  that  J 

Mr.  Thomas.  Because  we  would  have  heard  from  him  if  he  had. 

Mr.  Healy.  Might  he  have  done  so  without  your  knowledge? 

Mr.  Thomas.  I  do  not  think  bo. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  know  how  long  Mr.  Hines  remained  in  New 
York  in  February,  1911 « 

Mr.  Thomas.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy,  The  witness  has  produced  here,  and  I  have  before  me, 
a  number  of  telegrams  dated  in  February,  1911,  addressed  to  Mr. 
Hines  at  Washington  and  New  York. 

Mr.  Fahrah.  Give  the  dates. 

Mr.  Healy.  Does  the  committee  want  to  go  tbrou^  all  these?        ' 

Mr.  Fabrar.  We  want  the  dates.  We  want  to  show  that  these 
tel^rams  were  sent  to  Mr.  Hines  from  the  office  on  these  very  dates. 

Afr.  Healt.  a  telegram  dated  February  8,  1911,  addressed  to  Mr. 
Hines  at  Washington  and  signed  by  Mr.  Edward  H.  Thomas.  ' 

One  dated  February  8,  19U,  addressed  to  Mr.  Hines  at  Washing- 
ton, signed  W.  D.  Hamilton. 

One  dated  at  Virginia,  Minn,,  February  11,.  1911,  addressed  to  Ed 
Hines,  Hotel  Willard,  Washington,  D.  (J.,  signed  Virginia  &  Rainy 
Lake  Co.,  and  a  reply  by  Edward  Hines,  or  what  purports  to  be  ii 
reply  to  that  message;  a  carbon  copy  of  a  message  dated  February 
6, 1911,  addressed  J.  G.  Ketcham,  of  the  Virginia  &  Rainy  Lake  Co., 
signed  Edward  Hines,  but  nothing  upon  this  carbon  copy  to  indicate 
the  place  from  which  it  was  sent. 

A  t«legram  addressed  to  Edward  Hines  at  Washington,  D.  C., 
signed  Loretta, 

The  Chairman.  Dated  where? 

Mr,  Healy,  It  is  not  dated  at  any  place.  There  is  nothing  to  inJ- 
dicate  where  this  message  came  from.  It  is  evidently  a  pencil  copy 
of  a  message,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Thomas,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr,  Healy.  Do  you  Itnow  where  the  original  is! 

Mr.  Thomas.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Fabrab.  "  Loretta  "  is  Mrs.  Hines. 

Mr.  Hynes.  Any  date! 

Mr.  Healt.  I  can  not  discover  any  date  (Hi  it. 
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Oae  d&ted  February  II,  1911,  addressed  to  Edvazd  HineB,  at 
Wasbinfii^oii,  D.  C,  without  any  name  of  the  sender. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Will  you  read  this  telegram  which  you  say  is  with- 
out date  J 

Mr.  Healy.  Yes. 

Mr.  Fabbar.  I  will  read  it.    It  reads  as  foUows: 

will  leave  to-da^  5.44,  Baltimore  A  Oblo;  arrive  4.G0  Saturday. 

I^QBBTIA. 

Mr.  Healt.  Is  that  all? 

Mr,  Farrar.  There  is  something  up  in  the  comer  as  to  the  time 
filed.     It  is  evidently  a  telegram  from  the  office  of  the  Willard  Hotel. 

Mr,  Healt.  a  telegram  dated  New  Orlmns,  February  13.  1911. 
•eat  to  Edward  Hines,  care  Willard  Hotel,  Washington,  D.  C,  signed 
Lynn  H.  Dinkint^.  Attached  thereto  are  a  number  of  letters  bearing; 
date  February  10,  February  S,  and  Febniarj'  6,  I  may  not  have 
called  attention  to  all  of  the  letters. 

Mr.  Farbar.  Those  are  not  important. 

Mr.  Healv.  a  letter  addressed  to  Edward  Hines,  Chicago,  dated 
Virginia,  Minn.,  February  15,  1911,  signed  S,  J,  Cusson.  Stampe'l 
upon  this  letter,  Edward  Hines  Lumber  Co..  February  17, 10.07  a.  m.. 
1911,  Chicago.     Writt«i  at  the  bottom  is  G.  E.  L. 

Mr.  Thomab.  G.  E.  S. 

Mr.  Healt.  Who  is  that? 

Mr.  Thomas.  G.  E.  Salmon. 

Mr.  Healy.  Who  is  he* 

Mr.  Thomas.  He  is  a  stenographer  in  the  office. 

Mr.  Healt.  C.  R.  N.  is  the  stenograi^juw  who  was  with  Mr.  Hines 
in  Washington  at  or  about  that  time? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yee,  air. 

Mr.  Healy.  a  teleeram  dated  February  Ifi,  1911,  addressed  to 
Sdward  Hinee  at  Wa^ingbw,  »gned  by  the  Edward  Hines  Lumber 
Co.     Is  that  the  original  or  a  caroisn  copy? 

Mr.  Tbomajb.  That  is  the  original. 

Mr,  Healt,  A  telegram  dated  New  York,  February  15,  1911,  ad- 
dre^ed  to  the  E,  H,  L.  Co.,  Chicago,  signed  Robert  W.  Hi^ie,  and  in 
Head  pencil  Uiere  is  written  on  it. ''  Edward  Hines,  care  i^w  WiUard 
Hotel,  Washington,  D.  C." 

One  dated  Chicara>,  February  16,  1911,  addressed  to  discard 
Hinee,  New  Willard  Hotel,  Washington,  D.  C,  signed  W.  D,  Hamil- 
ton. 

One  dated  February  13,  1911 

Mr.  Fabrar.  That  is  the  18th. 

Mr.  Healy,  Dated  February  18,  1911,  addressed  to  Edward  Hines 
at  the  New  Willard  Hotel,  Washington,  D.  C,  and  agned  Edward 
Hines  Lumber  Co, 

Another  dated  February  IS,  Idll,  to  Mr.  Hines  at  tiie  New  Willard 
Hotel,  Washington,  D.  C,  signed  C,  F.  Wiehe. 

One  dated  February  20,  1911,  addressed  to  Mrs.  Edward  Hinee  at 
the  New  Willard  Hotel,  Wa^ington,  D.  C,  signed  Mrs.  Sattler. 

One  dated  February  21,  1911,  addressed  to  Mr.  Edward  Hines, 
New  Willard  Hotel,  Washington,  D.  C,  signed  C.  F.  Wiehe. 

One  dated  February  21,  1911,  addressed  to  Edward  Hines,  New 
Willard  Hotel,  Wash4ngton,  D.  C,  but  without  the  name  of  the 
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What  are  these  papers  attndied  to  this  particular  taesSAge,  Hr. 
Thomas?     Was  there  some  failure  to  deliver  that  to  Mr.  Hinesf 

Mr.  TnoHAS.  That  is  the  complete  record  in  trying  to  deliver  that 
message  to  Mr,  Hinea. 

Mr.  Healy.  There  was  some  difficulty  about  delivering  it. 

Mr.  Thomas.  It  is  a  reply  that  they  are  asking  for. 

Mr.  Hbaly.  Do  you  know  where  Mr.  Hines.was  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Thomas.  He  is  supposed  to  have  been  in  Washington. 

Mr.  Healt.  One  telegram,  dated  Duluth,  Minn..  February  25,  ad- 
dressed to  Edward  Hinea,  at  the  New  Willard  Hotel,  Washington, 
D.  C,  signed  S.  J.  Cusson. 

One  dated  February  28, 1911,  to  Edward  Hines,  care  New  Willard 
Hotel,  Washington,  D.  C,  signed  Edward  H.  Thomas. 

One  dated  March  3,  1911,  addressed  to  Edward  Hines,  New  Wil- 
lard Hotel,  Washington,  D.  C,  signed  Edward  Hines  Lumber  Co, 

One  dated  March  4,  1911,  adcmssed  to  Edward  Hines,  New  Wil- 
lard Hotel,  Washington,  D.  C,  signed  L,  L.  Barth. 

Are  these  all  the  telegrams  and  messages  which  you  sent  to  Mr. 
Hines  or  received  from  Mr.  Hines  during  that  period  ? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yea,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  did  not  see  Mr.  Hines  between  the  7th  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1911,  and  the  5th  of  March,  1911? 

Mr.  Thomas.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  where  he  was  during  that  period  of  time  you  do 
not  know  of  your  own  personal  knowledge? 

Mr.  Thouas.  Kot  other  than  what  we  nave  the  records  of  here. 

Mr.  Hbaly.  You  do  not  know  how  long  he  was  in  New  York? 

Mr.  Thomas.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  What  other  cities  he  may  have  visited  during  that, 
period  of  time  you  do  not  know? 

Mr.  Thomas.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  know  whether  he  was  in  Baltimore  duriag 
tliat  time  or  not  ? 

Mr.  Thomas.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hkalt.  Do  you  know  whether  he  was  in  Philadelphia  or  Bott 

Mr,  Thomas.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  Now,  on  this  strip  of  paper  which  you  have  offered 
here,  dated  February  7,  1911,  after  the  word  "New  York"  you  have 
written  "  and  Wash."     That  means  "  and  Washington  "  ? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  know  when  that  was  written  with  reference 
to  the  other  memorandum ! 

Mr.  Thomas.  After  receiving  that  telegram,  showing  that  he  had 
got  back  to  Washington.  You  see,  when  I  wrote  "  New  York  "  I  did 
not  know  but  what  he  might  have  returned  from  New  York  to 
Chicago. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  you  make  up  from  these  slips  that  you  have  of- 
fered here  this  afternoon  a  tabulated  statement  of  the  movements  of 
Mr.  Hines  during  the  month  of  February  and  the  early  part  of 
March,  1911? 

Mr.  Thomas.  I  may  have. 

Mr.  Hkaly.  Well,  didnt  you,  as  a  matter  of  fact! 

Mr.  Thomas,  X  made  up  several  of  them. 

Mr.  Healy.  Did  he  not  have  that  for  use  here  in  WadtUlgt<ml 
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Mr.  Thouas.  I  don't  know  vhether  I  covered  ihoee  dates.  I  knov 
t  made  several  lists. 

Mr.  Healt.  When  you  made  up  that  list,  did  it  contain  all  the  in- 
formation which  you  could  obtain  from  the  lists  which  you  have 
offered  here  to-day  1 

Mr.  Tbomab.  I  think  so. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  it  (K)ntain  any  information  which  the  slips  did 
not  contain  at  that  time! 

Mr,  Thomas.  Why,  I  do  not  think  so. 

Mr,  Healt.  Have  any  entries  been  made  upon  these  slips  since 
February,  1911 ? 

Mr.  Thomas.  No,  sir. 

Mr,  Healt.  I  think  that  is  all. 

Mr.  Farkar.  This  telegram  here  of  February  21,  which  appears  to 
have  no  signature  except  that  printed  signature  of  the  Edward 
Hines  Lumber  Co.,  is  accompanied  by  a  telecram  showing  the  deliv- 
ery of  that  telegram  on  the  same  date  to  Mr.  Hines  in  WashingtcMi,  is 
it  not! 

Mr.  Healt.  I  don't  know.  Those  are  carbon  copies  I  assume.  I 
don't  know  whether  they  were  delivered  or  not. 

Mr.  Fabbas.  This  is  an  answer  from  the  tel^raph  office  to  an 
inquiry,  showing  that  that  was  delivered  that  same  day,  the  2l8t ! 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes. 
.   Mr.  Fabab.  The  telegram  read  as  follows: 

Tours  to  Edward  Hines.  New  Wtllard  Botel,  was  delivered  O.  K.  12.25  p.  nu 
WasblDgton.  D.  C.  Febrnary  21,  1911,  4.46  p.  m. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  know  where  the  original  of  that  particular 
message  is? 

Mr.  Thomas.  No ;  I  do  not. 

Mr.  Fabbak.  This  is  the  original  from  the  telegraph  t^ce.  That 
is  the  original.  Now,  after  refi*eshing  your  memory  from  an  exami- 
iiation  of  these  slips  and  from  the  reading  of  these  telegrams  yon 
have  produced,  to  and  from  Mr.  Hines,  and  fnHn  the  fact  that  you 
are  Mr.  Hines's  private  secretary,  can  you  now  state  of  your  own 
knowledge  whether  Edward  Hines  was  in  Chicago  in  the  interval 
between  February  8  and  March  5,  1911* 

Mr.  Thomas,  t  should  say  that  he  was  not 

Mr.  Farbab.  Now,  these  telegrams  having  been  produced  and  these 
slips  produced  and  read,  Mr.  Healy,  do  you  want  the  original  slips 
offered  in  evidence? 

Mr.  Healt.  Yes;  we  want  some  of  them.  We  want  the  slips  for 
a  year  back,  anywav-  I  do  not  care  for  those  early  ones,  but  we 
ought  to  have  those  for  the  last  two  years,  anvway, 

Mr.  Fahfar.  Then  we  will  deliver  into  the  custody  of  the  com- 
mittee the  whole  of  those  slips  as  thev  stand.  We  can  not  .separate 
them.     They  are  arranged  in  their  order  and  date. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  Mr.  Thomas  can  separate  them. 

Mr.  Healt.  Why  can  not  Mr.  Thomas  take  that  file  out  into  the 
other  room  and  just  pick  out  the  slips  for  the  last  two  years! 

Mr.  Hanect.  Of  course  he  can,  and  he  will  do  it. 

Mr.  Fabbas.  You  want  the  slips  for  the  last  two  years! 

Mr,  Healt.  Approximately,  two  years. 

Mr.  Farhar.  Say,  from  the  1st  of  January,  1909! 

Mr.  HkaI/T.  Yes. 
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Mr.  Farrab.  Then,  Mr.  Thomas,  jrou  will  pick  out  the  slips  from 
Januarr  1,  1909,  and  arrange  them  in  order  and  deliver  them  to  the 
clerk  of  this  committee. 

Mr.  Healy.  Down  to  what  time! 

Mr.  Fabbas.  Down  to  this  time. 

Mr.  Thomas.  Very  well. 

Mr.  Farrar.  The  dales  of  the  telegrams  having  been  read  in  the 
record,  it  appears  to  us  it  is  not  necessary  to  file  the  telegrams  in 
the  record.     However,  they  can  be  produced. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  They  will  be  subject  to  the  call  of  the  committee  at 
any  time. 

The  Chairman.  With  that  understanding,  they  can  be  returned. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Mr.  Thomas,  is  there  a  bran(£  telegraph  office  in  your 
office  in  Chicago? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes. 

Mr.  Farrar.  You  have  your  own  operators! 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes. 

Mr.  Farrab.  All  the  telegrams  that  come  to  Chicago  addressed  to 
Edward  Uinee  come  to  Uiat  office  t 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes. 

Mr.  Farsab.  And  all  the  telegrams  sent  by  your  people  go  out  of 
your  own  office! 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes. 

Mr.  Farrab.  How  long  has  that  been  sot 

Mr.  Thomas.  Oh,  five  or  six  years. 

Mr.  HsAi,r.  When  you  testified  that  you  have  personal  knowledge 
of  the  absence  of  Mr.  Hines  from  the  city  of  Chicago  from  February 
T,  1911,  to  March  5,  1911,  upon  what  do  you  base  that  knowledge} 

Mr.  Thomas.  Upon  my  acquaintence  with  Mr.  Hines  for  the  last 
19  years. 

Mr.  He^vly.  How  does  that  indicate  to  you  that  he  was  not  in 
Chicago  during  that  timet 

Mr,  Thomas.  He  invariably  notifies  us  either  by  telegraph  or  tele- 
phone when  he  is  going  to  return. 

Mr.  Healy.  But,  if  he  did  not  send  you  such  notice,  you  would 
make  no  entrv  with  reference  to  his  presence  in  the  citv  at  that 
timet 

Mr.  Thomas.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  So  that  your  entries  are  based  entirely  upon  the 
information  received  from  himt 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yea. 

Mr.  Healt.  And  of  your  own  personal  knowledge  you  don't  know 
whether  he  was  in  the  city  of  Chicago  during  that  time  or  nott 

Mr.  Thomas,  Xo,  sir, 

Mr.  Fabrar,  Don't  you  know  that  he  was  not  in  the  office  of  the 
Edward  Hines  Lumber  Co,  between  those  dates  t 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes. 

Mr.  Farrar.  Not  in  your  presence  t 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes. 

Mr.  Farrar.  And  if  he  was  in  Chicago  during  that  period  his  pres- 
ence or  existence  there  during  that  period  was  concealed  from  yout 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  do  not  mean  necessarily  that  his  presence  was  con- 
cealed  from  you.     It  was  not  made  known  to  you.     Is  that  right? 

Mr.  Thomas.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  rig^t  OqIc 
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TESTDfOlTT  or  XDWASB  HIHES-^ScnaMd. 

Mr.  HiNES,  having  been  heretofore  sworn,  was  recalled  and  wv 
examined,  and  testified  as  follows: 

Mr.  Marble.  Mr.  Hines,  starting  with  the  converBatMNB  with  Mr. 
Hettler,  what  is  your  memory  of  the  movementa  of  yourself  and  Mr. 
Wiehe! 

Mr.  HiNse.  That  aftemocml 

Mr.  Mabbi^.  That  afternoon.  I  am  referring  now  to  the  coo. 
versation  in  the  Union  League  Club  on  the  26th  day  of  May,  1909  / 

Mr.  Hikes.  After  leaving  Mr,  Hettler,  Mr,  Wiehe  and  I  wimt  di- 
rectly out  of  the  club.  We  parted  at  the  club  door.  I  went  orer  ti 
the  Continental  &  Commercial  National  Bank,  and  I  went  fron  there 
to  the  Atchison,  Topeka  &  Santa  Fe  Kailroad  office,  and  from  thetp 
I  telephoned  Mrs,  Hines.  While  there  I  invited  Mr.  M.  J.  Collin:, 
of  the  Atchison,  Topeka  &.  Santa  Fe  Railroad  Co.,  to  eo  out,  and  1 
would  take  him  home  that  evening,  and  I  stopped  on  the  way  home, 
and  I  got  Mrs,  Hines  on  Wa^ington  Boulevard,  near  Calif«Tiii 
Avenue.  I  then  took  Mr,  Collins  out  home  to  his  residence  at  Oik 
Park,  and  then  went  home  and  had  my  supper.  After  supper  I  took 
Mr.  Clark  of  the  Lake  Shore,  and  his  wife,  out  driving. 

Mr.  Mabble.  You  spent  the  evening  in  that  way! 

Mr.  HinsB.  Yes;  until  about,  I  think,  betweea  10  uid  11  o'clock 
that  night,  when  we  got  home. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  did  not  return  to  the  dub  t 

Mr.  Hikes.  Yes;  I  did  return  to  the  club  after  coming  back  from 
the  bank.  I  came  back  and  tele^^oned  to  Milwaukee  close  to  about 
4  o'clock. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Do  you  know  what  time  you  left  the  clubt 

Mr.  Wiehe.  I  left  the  club  with  Mr.  Wiehe,.  as  near  as  I  cttn  rect^- 
lect,  a  little  before  3  o'clock.  How  I  recollect  distinctly  about  tht 
occurrence  is  that  I  think  it  was  the  only  time  in  my  busineas  expe- 
rience that  I  took  Mrs.  Hines  out  riding  early  in  the  evming. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  discuss  the  senatorial  election  at  the  Atchi- 
son, Topeka  &  Santa  Fe  offices  f 

Mr.  Hikes.  I  did. 

Mr.  Mabble.  With  whomt 

Mr.  Hikes.  Mr.  M.  J.  Collins,  because  he  called  my  attention  to 
the  fact  of  whether  I  had  learnMl  that  he  had  been  a  candidate  for 
United  States  Senator.  T  told  him  no.  He  said  he  had  gotten.  I 
think,  twenty-odd  votes  that  day  at  Springfield.  I  thought  the  gen- 
tleman was  joking  me;  but  he  had  a  tel^ram  there,  which  he  showed 
to  me,  from  some  officer  of  the  Spring^Id  Legislature,  in  which  he 
had  got  ft  complimentary  vote  of  some  twenty-Sid  votes  on  that  day. 

Mr.  Mabble.  On  the  day  that  Senator  Lorimer  was  elected  ¥ 

Mr.  Nines.  I  think  that  day  or  the  day  before.  He  showed  me  tlie 
telegram  that  afternoon. 

Mr.  Marble.  It  mu.st  have  been  the  day  before. 

Mr.  Hikes.  No.  I  saw  him  the  day  that  Senator  Lc«-imer  was 
elected.    I  was  not  in  Chicago  tlie  day  before. 

Mr.  Marbue.  Your  understanding  was  that  this  gentleman  had 
received  the  complimentary  vote  on  the  day  you  saw  htmf 

Mr.  Hikes.  He  either  got  it  that  day  or  the  day  before,  l>ut  he 
showed  me  the  telegram  that  afternoon.  I 
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Mr.  Marble.  How  long  did  vou  stay  with  him  1 

Mr.  Hikes.  I  was  in  Mr.  Collius's  office,  I  sliould  judge,  about  20 
minutes;  and  while  I  was  there  I  called  up  Mrs.  Hinea  through  out 
office  on  the  telephone,  and  she  urged  me,  as  I  had  not  been  home  for 
some  little  time,  to  drive  out  and  tal«  ber  hcune  that  night  early  in 
place  of  going  to  the  office  as  was  my  custom.  That  one  particular 
afternoon  I  called  for  her,  and  I  took  Mr.  Collins  out  hcnae  in  my 
automobile. 

Mr.  Marbi^  You  are  quite  sure  you  went  driving  that  evening? 

Mr.  HiNEB.  I  am  absolutely  positive,  because  in  addition  to  tluit  I 
have  since  verified  my  memoey.  I  have  the  invitation  that  Mrs. 
Hines  received,  dated  that  day,  for  the  card  party  that  she  attended. 
That  verifies  it  absolutely  in  my  memory. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  took  her  from  the  card  party? 

Mr.  HiNES.  I  took  her  from  the  card  party.  Mr.  Collins  and  I 
stopped  and  g(A.  her  from  the  card  party  that  afternoon,  and  from 
there  drove  to  Mr.  Collins's  house  in  Oak  Park,  returned  to  my  house 
and  had  supper;  and  after  dinner  I  went  out~I  invited  Mr'  Clark 
and  his  wife  (who  live  the  fourth  door  from  our  house)  driving. 

Mr.  Marble.  What  time  did  you  go  to  your  office  next  morning! 

Mr.  Hines.  My  usual  time  at  th^  period  was  about  8  o'clock. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  go  at  your  usual  time? 

Mr.  HiNES.  I  think  I  did. 

Mr.  Marble.  Have  you  any  jDwrwry  of  that? 

Mr.  Hines.  If  anything  unusual  occurred  I  think  I  would  remem- 
ber it. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  ^p  on  the  way! 

Mr.  Hikes  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  did  you  go! 

Mr.  Hines.  I  m  right  to  my  office,  direct. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you^o  in  your  automobile! 

Mr.  Hines.  Yes,  sir;  liUiink  I  did.  I  might  hare  had  tha  buggy 
come  for  me.  I  did  not  go  in  the  autamobile  efvery  Homing;  but  my 
memory 

Mr.  Marble.  That  was  the  morning  that  yon  read  the  momiiu; 
papers  announcing  Senator  Larimer's  elwtion.  "Hiat  migi^  refresh 
your  memory. 

Mr.  Hines.  That  would  not  refresh  it  on  aocouet  of  ny  going  to 
the  office;  do,  air. 

Mr.MAiBLE.  You  do  not  recall  where  you  read  the  papers? 

Mr.'  Hines.  I  read  them  at  htxne. 

Mr.  Makblb.  You  did  not  read  them  at  the  office  ? 

Mr.  Hines.  No,  sir;  I  never  read  the  paper  in  ttie  office. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  recall  discussing  the  election  on  ttie  way  to 
the  office  that  morning  ? 

Mr.  Hines.  No,  sir. 

Hr.  Marbtjl  And  you  do  not  definitdy  recall,  I  judge,  the  airival 
at  the  office  that  morning? 

Mr.  HiNEa.  Yes;  I  do^  because  I  had  telegraphed  our  different 
managers  ill  over  the  country  to  come  to  the  omoe  that  week,  and 
they  were  arriving — they  commenced  to  come  that  day  and  the  neit 
day  and  up  to  Sunday. 

Hr.  Maisul  Do  you  recall  that  you  arrived  at  the  office  about  8 
o'clock ! 
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Mr.  Hnf£s.  I  would  not  say  the  exact  minute. 

Mr.  Mabble.  No  ;  I  would  not  expect  you  to. 

Mr.  Hikes.  I  probably  arrived  at  the  office  sometime  betweoi  quar- 
ter after  8  and  half  past  8. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Have  you  a  memory  now  of  that,  or  do  you  mean  tlut 
is  what  your  movements  probably  were  ? 

Mr.  HiNES.  I  have  recalled  as  much  as  possible  the  iacidents  of 
that  particular  week.  The  fact  of  having  telegraphed  our  managers 
to  come  to  Chicago  refreshes  my  memory  on  certain  things  I  did  thai 
week. 

Mr.  Marbi^.  Did  you  stay  at  your  office  all  the  morning  I 

Mr.  HiNES.  Let  me  see.  I  think  I  stayed  at  our  office  up  to  after 
lunch. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  ate  lunch  there! 

Mr.  HiNES.  Yes;  I  usually  do. 

Mr,  Mabble.  You  went  directly  from  your  t^ce  to  tbe  Unico) 
League  Club,  did  you  ? 

Mt.  HiNEB.  The  next  day?     I  think  I  did. 

Mr.  Marble.  That  day — the  day  after  the  election  of  Senator 
Lorimer. 

Mr.  Hikes.  Yee,  sir;  my  memory  is  that  I  did. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  went  after  lunch! 

Mr.  Hives.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  But  you  went  directly ! 

Mr.  HiNES.  -  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  did  not  stop  on  the  way! 

Mr.  HiNES.  Xo,  sir. 

Mr.  Marblk.  Do  you  remember  who  went  with  you  in  the  aat^ 
mobile ! 

Mr.  Hikes.  Why,  yes;  I  do — Mr.  Hall  and  Mr.  Baker. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  remember  their  being  with  you ! 

Mr.  HiNES.  Oh,  yes ;  I  remember  it  distinctly,  because  we  had  a 
discussion  before  going  down  town  that  morning. 

Mr.  Marble.  I  believe  you  have  testified  that  you  arrived  there 
shortly  after  1  o'clock! 

Mr.  Hikes.  Shortly  after  1 ;  yea. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  you  found  Mr.  Carney  waiting  for  you  ! 

Mr.  Hikes.  Yea,  sir, 

Mr.  Marble.  How  long  did  your  discussion  with  Mr.  Carney  talw! 

Mr.  Hikes.  I  think  we  were  there  at  the  club  from  half  to_  three 
quarters  of  an  hour,  it  seems  to  me,  as  I  recollect  it  now. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  it  was  during  that  time  that  you  had  the  con- 
versation with  Mr.  Funk? 

Mr,  HiMEs.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  testified  some  days  ago,  and  this  matter  has 
perhaps  been  working  in  your  mind.  Do  you  now  recall  that  any- 
one else  came  up  and  spoke  to  you  while  you  were  sitting  there  on  the 
couch  with  Mr,  Hall,  Mr.  Baker,  and  Mr,  Carney! 

Mr.  Hikes.  I  do  not  recall  distinctly  who  might  have  come  up  at 
that  period  and  casually  said,  "  How  do  you  do!  "  I  would  not,  pos- 
sibly, recollect  it 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  remembw  that  anyone  did! 

Mr.  Hikes.  I  do  not  just  at  this  time  recollect  anybody  doing  it 
They  may  have. 
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M-r.  Mabblb.  If  anyoDe  did,  you  do  not  recall  itt 

Mr.  HiNES.  JuBt  at  this  time  I  do  not. 

Mr.  MjiSble.  Where  did  you  go  from  tiie  club? 

Mr.  H1ME8.  That  day ) 

Mr.  Mabblb.  Yes. 

Mr.  HiNEs.  Let  me  see.  Just  at  this  time  I  do  not  recollect  just 
where  I  went  that  aftemeon. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  take  Mr.  Carney  away  from  the  club  with 
you? 

Mr.  H1NB8.  ^o-,l  think  we  parted  right  at  the  club. 

Mr.  Mabblb.  Where  ?    Do  you  remember  where  you  parted  ? 

Mr,  HiNEB.  It  seems  to  me  that  Mr.  Carney  went  out  first.  I  think 
we  remained  a  few  minutes  talking. 

Mr.  Marsle.  Tou  and  Mr.  Halland  Mr.  Baker? 

Mr.  HiNEa.  Yes;  but  it  is  possible  we  may  have  gone  out  together. 
I  do  not  remember. 

Mr.  Mabblb.  Do  you  remember  talking  with  anyone  else  after  Mr. 
Carney  went  away? 

Mr.  Hikes.  Not  at  this  time,  distinctly. 

Mr.  Mabbu:.  There  at  the  club? 

Mr.  Hikes.  No,  sir, 

Mr.  Marble.  It  was  merely  casual  if  you  did  ? 
.   Mr.  HiNBB.  I  met  a  good  many  men  and  shook  hands  with  them 
when  I  had  been  out  of  town  three  or  four  or  five  days  or  a  week  and 
returned;  but  I  could  notsay  just  as  to  that  day  or  a  day  or  two 
afterwards. 

Mr.  Marble.  Would  you  say  that  while  you  were  there  with  Mr. 
Hall  and  Mr.  Baker,  if  you  had  a  ccmsultation  with  anyone  or  a  con- 
versation with  anyone,  it  was  a  casual  greeting  such  as  you  mi^ht 
have  with  a  memtier  of  the  club  on  meetmg  him  after  such  a  parting 
as  that? 
.   Mr..HiNEB.  That  is  what  my  memory  is  now. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  go  upstairs? 

Mr.  Hikes.  Not  that  day,  I  think. 

Mr.  Marble.  Not  that  day  ? 

Mr.  HiNEB.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  go  away  in  your  automobile? 

Mr.  HiNES.  I  very  often  leave  my  automobile  in  front  of  the  club 
when  I  am  running  around  downtown,  because  it  is  quicker  to  run 
around  a  block  or  two  than  to  try  to  get  around  on  the  crowded 
streets  in  the  car, 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  remember  what  you  did  on  this  day  ? 

Mr.  HiNES.  If  I  had  several  errands,  I  would  probably  leave  the 
car  right  in  front  of  the  club  and  go  over  to  the  bank  or  over  to  the 
offices  without  taking  the  car. 

Mr.  Marble.  That  is  what  you  probably  would  do.  Do  you  re- 
member what  you  did  ? 

Mr.  Hikes.  I  do  not  remember  distinctly,  without  referring  to 
some  of  my  records  to  refresh  my  memory,  what  I  did  that  after- 
noon. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Do  you  remember  leaving  the  club? 
Mr.  H1NE8.  Yes,  sir;  I  remember  leaving  the  club. 
Mr.  Marble.  Who  went  with  you  when  you  left  the  dub? 
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Mr.  Hikes.  To  the  best  of  my  recollwifkm,  we  all  parted,  ri^  ai 
the  club  door.  Whether  Mr.  Carney  went  a*ay  flret  or  not — ^it  seem.- 
to  me,  the  more  I  recollect  it,  that  he  did,  just  a  few  mnules:  birt  I 
am  not  overpositive  about  it. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  go  anywhere  with  Mr.  Hall  or  Mr.  Bakw 
when  you  left  the  club! 

Mr.  HiNES.  Not  that  afternoon. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  part  from  them  at  the  dab,  too  ? 

Mr.  HiNES.  It  seems  to  me  Mr..  Carney  went  away  and  Mr.  Baker 
did,  and  I  took  Mr.  Hall  out  to  my  house,  I  think,  that  ni^t.  Ii 
seems  to  me  that  I  met  him  later  on  and  took  him  out  that  evenine. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  ^ou  remember  where  yon  met  himt 

Mr.  HiNES.  I  think  I  met  him  afterwards.  I  can  not  recollwt 
where  I  met  him.  I  know  I  took  him  home  that  night.  Where  I 
met  him  I  do  not  remember. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  remember  going  back  to  the  lobby  or  lounging 
room  of  the  club  after  parting  from  these  gentlemen  at  the  do<wf 

Mr.  HiNEs.  No;  I  do  not  recollect  going  back. 

Mr.  Marble.  Would  you  say  that  you  did  or  did  not? 

Mr.  H1NE8.  I  said  that  I  think  Mr.  Carney  wetit  out  a  ffrw  rohmlef 
before  I  did. 

Mr.  Marble.  Yes. 

Mr.  H1NE8.  But  whether  I  stayed  3  or  3  minutes  or  9  minutes  or 
10  minutes,  T  can  not  recollect. 

Mr.  Marble.  I  am  talking  about  the  time  after  you  p&rted  from 
Mr.  Hall  and  Mr.  Baker. 

Mr.  Hikes.  It  does  not  seem  to  me  I  parted  from  Mr.  Hall  jnst 
then.  It  s«ms  to  me  Mr.  Carney  went  away  and  Mr.  Baker  went 
Away,  but  I  can  not  tell  positively.  It  hafl  been  two  years  ago. 
There  was  nothing  specially  significant  about  meeting  anybody  tSse. 
I  had  no  particular  business  with  anybody-. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  did  not  go  tipstairs  fof  any  more  loiidh  or  otiter 
refreshments? 

Mr.  Hikes.  I  was  not  there  for  Inflch  that  day. 

Mr.  Marble.  Or  any  other  refreahments  t 

Mr.  HiNEB.  No,     I  do  not  take  any  other  refreshments. 

Mr,  Marble.  Or  for  any  other  porpoeef 

Mr.  HiKEfl.  No. 
,  Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  recall  that  you  did  not? 

Mr.  Hikes.  I  recall  that  I  took  lunch  at  the  cdBce  that  day. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  you  do  not  recall  where  you  went  frcwn  the  cInbT 

Mr.  Hikes.  No;  not  jnst  at  this  time.  1  might  be  able  to  get  some 
data  bearing  on  that  if  I  shonld  look  it  up. 

Mr.  Marble.  I  am  trying  to  get  your  memory  now.  Do  yon  recall 
whether  or  not  you  had  conferences  at  the  club  that  day  with  some 
one  else  besides  Mr.  Carney  ? 

Mr.  Hikes.  Just  at  this  time  it  does  not  come  to  my  memory. 

Mr.  IIiIarble.  I  think  that  is  all  at  this  time. 

Senator  Fletcher.  Mr.  Hines,  do  you  know  who  were  the  members 
of  the  national  Republican  committee  in  1909? 

Mr.  Hines.  No,  sir;  I  do  not. 

Senator  Fi^tcheb.  Do  you  know  the  members  of  the  national 
E«)ub]ican  congressional  committee  in  1909? 

Mr.  Hikes.  No,  sir;  I  do  not. 
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Senator  Flbtcher.  Do  you  know  whether  either  of  those  com- 
mittees had  headquarters  in  Washington  i 
Mr,  HiNES.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  know  that. 

SrSenator  Fletcher.  Some  intimation  has  been  made  here  about 
some  money  having  been  .sent  out  from  Washington  to  Springfield. 
Xiave  you  any  information  that  might  throw  any  light  on  that  in 
any  way? 

Mr.  HiNEB.  Absolutely  no  information  at  all.  I  never  talked  with 
a  soul  and  never  had  any  information  about  any  such  occurrence  at 
all.  I  never  talked  to  anybody  in  Washington  who  was  represented 
to  be  the  leader  or  officer  of  any  Republican  organization. 

Senator  Jones.  After  Mr.  Funk  te.«tified  before  the  Helm  com- 
mittee as  to  this  conversation  with  you,  did  you  ask  that  committee 
to  be  permitted  to  tell  of  his  conversation  with  you  that  you  have 
testified  to  before  this  committee? 

Mr.  HiNES.  No,  sir.  The  first  thing  I  did  when  I  heard  it,  I  went 
down  to  see  Judge  Hanecy,  and  I  arranged  »  conference  between 
Judge  Hanecy  and  my  own  counsel,  Mr.  Jcrfin  J.  Herrick,  of  Chi- 
cago, and  asked  them  if  I  should  go  down,  and  urged  upon  them 
the  importance  of  my  doin^  so.  'Diey  said  that  in  all  probability 
I  would  be  recalled  m  a  day  or  two  and  iilst  to  wait  until  I  wa^ 
recalled.    They  expected  I  would  be  recalled. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  you  telt  tham  of  this  conference  with  Mr. 
Funk? 

Mr.  HiNBS.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Jones.  You  told  them  you  thought  that  ought  to  be  stated 
before  the  conmutt«e  ? 

Mr.  HisES.  Yea,  sir;  yes,  sir;  and  I  told  them  I  thought  I  should 
go  down  immediately.    Th^y  told  nw  that  I  should  Wait  until  I  Wait 
recalled,  and  no  doubt  I  would  be  recalled,    I  had  throe  or  four 
cmferences  with  them  during  that  weelt. 
Senator  Jones.  But  you  were  not  recalled? 

Mr.  HiNEfl.  No,  sir;  I  was  not  recalled.  I  was  in  Chicivgo  at  the 
time,  and  remained  there  particularly. 

Senator  JaNSV.  That  is  the  reason  why  you  did  not  ask  to  appear 
before  the  committee  and  give  this  testimony  ? 

Mr.  Hikes.  Yes,  sir.    I  asked  my  comisel  if  I  should  not  send  a 
telegram. 
Senator  Jones.  I  understand. 

Mr.  HiicBs.  And  they  told  me  that  I  would  be  recalled,  and  to 
wait  until  I  was  recalled. 
Senator  Jones.  That  is  all. 

Mr.  Hansct.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  ask  if  it  will  not  be  agreed 
that  the  Helm  committee  did  not  sit  regularly  or  continuously  J 
They  would  only  sit  an  hour  or  two  to-day,  uid  then  they  would  not 
sit  again  for  a  week  or  10  days,  w  possibly  two  weels,  and  then 
would  sit  for  possibly  half  an  hour  or  an  hour,  and  then  not  again 
for  a  considerable  time. 
The  Chaishan.  I  think  the  book  of  testimony  shows  that  fact. 
Mr.  Hanbct.  If  you  read  it  through  carefully  with  that  in  view 
you  might  come  to  that  conclusion.  But  Mr.  Healy  was  its  onlj 
counsel;  and,  if  that  could  be  concisely  admitted  in  this  record,  it 
might  save  a  good  deal  of  speculaticm  and  research. 
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Mr.  HzALT.  li  it  is  at  all  important  I  will  agree  with  coimael  wiih 
reference  to  the  time  when  the  sessions  were  held  and  the  appnoi- 
mate  duration  of  the  sessions. 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  And  that  it  was  not  sitting  continuously  day  after 
day? 

Mr.  Healy.  I  think  it  besan  its  sessions  regularly  every  we*k. 
The  arrangement,  as  I  recall  it,  was  that  they  were  to  meet  everr 
Wednesday  or  Thursday  (I  have  forgotten  which  day),  so  as  not  to 
interfere  with  their  senatorial  duties. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  they  did  not  meet  any  other  day  that  week  ex- 
cept that  day  f 

Mr.  HxALT.  No;  I  think  there  were  a  number  of  occasions  when 
there  were  two  or  three  day  sessions. 

Senator  Kebh.  I  think  by  taking  the  book  you  can  make  a  state- 
ment that  will  go  into  the  record. 

Mr.  Hanect.  The  book  shows  what  I  want  in  concise  shape,  but  it 
might  be  misunderstood  by  some  one. 

Senator  Kern.  I  think  we  have  all  read  this  book,  and  that  it 
shows  that  the  meetings  were  semi  occasional. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Mr.  Chairman,  some  Senator — I  thought  it  wa= 
Senator  Kern — asked  for  the  original  telegram  from  the  secretary 
of  state  of  New  York.  We  have  it  here;  but  I  understand  fron 
Senator  Kern  that  it  was  prd)ably  Senator  Kenyon  who  asked  for 
it,  and  he  is  not  here  now.  I  will  reserve  that  until  he  is  here,  or 
put  it  in  now,  just  as  the  committee  prefer. 

Senator  Fletcher,  You  had  better  put  it  in  now. 

The  Chaieman.  I  think  it  had  betto-  go  in  now. 

Mr.  Farbar.  This  is  an  original.  I  will  read  it  into  the  record. 
It  is  on  a  Poetal  Telegraph  blank. 

(Mr.  Farrar  then  read  aloud  the  telegram  referred  to,  which  was 
marked  by  the  stenographer :  "  Ex,  Hines  recalled  No.  1,  July  21. 
1911,"  and  is  as  follows;) 

[Ex  HlncB  recalled  No.  1— July  21.  1911. | 

Albaky,  N.  Y.,  JtUv  12,  1911. 
Edwakd  Hineg.  Chicago: 

Will  deliver  to  yoit  Sheldon's  original  etfltetnent  filed  in  this  offlc«  November 
23.  1908.  for  fl.OOO. 

Jaues  J.  Nevtixe, 
Secretary  of  Slate  Oglce. 
8.10  a.  tn. 

The  Chairman.  It  says:  "Will  deliver  to  you  Sheldon's  original 
statement?" 

.Mr.  Fakrar.  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  I  suppose  that  means  the  original  list. 
:  The  Chairman.  Not  a  copy. 

Mr.  Marble.  Have  you  the  previous  correspondence  on  that  sub- 
ject? 

Mr.  Fakkar.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Mr.  Wiehe  is  not  here.  I  do  not  know  whether  he 
has  it  or  not. 

Mr.  Farbar.  We  have  agreed  to  produce  the  telegrams  and  papers 
if  he  has  them.     We  will  produce  them  if  we  happen  to  have  them, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Mr.  Wiehe  found  that  among  his  papers,  and  he  gave 
it  to  me,  and  I  thought  we  would  put  it  right  in.  If  (here  are  any 
others  that  the  committee  want,  we  will  try  to  produce  them. 
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The  Chaisiun.  You  have  not  the  telegram  to  which  this  is  a 
response f 

Mr.  Hanbct.  That  is  the  telegram  from  the  secretat7  of  state. 

The  Chaibma».  Yes;  bat  I  mean  the  telegram  from  the  Edward 
Hines  Co.  which  called  this  one  out.     Have  Ton  thati 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  will  find  out  from  Mr.  Wiehe  whether  he  has  a 
copy  in  his  papers. 

Mr.  Hikes.  I  think  we  have  telegraphed  for  it 

Mr.  Hakecy.  It  is  not  herei 

Mr.  Hines.  We  could  not  find  it  at  noon,  and  have  telegraphed 
for  it. 

Mr.  Hakecy.  Then  Mr,  Wiehe  has  not  found  it,  because  he  did 
find  that  one,  and  that  is  all  he  did  find.  But  we  will  send  and  get 
that,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Chaibman.  They  ought  to  go  in  together. 

Mr.  Fabhah.  That  is  all,  Mr.  Hmes. 

(The  witness  then  left  the  witness  stand.) 

Senator  Fletcher.  Do  you  offer  the  telegram,  Judge,  or  do  you 
just  want  it  read  info  the  record? 

Mr.  Fabkar.  We  offer  the  telegram,  and  then  we  will  put  the 
other  in — the  one  that  railed  that  out — as  soon  as  we  receive  it. 

Senator  Kern.  Let  us  have  all  the  correspondence,  so  that  it  may 
go  in. 

Mr.  Farrab.  "i  es. 

Senator  Jones.  They  ought  to  go  into  the  record  together. 

Senator  Fi^tcher.  We  can  arrange  that. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  I  suggested  that  we  might  either  put  it  in  now  or 
later,  or  they  might  leave  a  space  for  the  other. 

Mr,  Htnes.  It  would  be  better  to  withhold  it,  I  should  think. 

The  Chaibman.  It  will  not  result  in  very  much  repetition.  We 
will  let  it  go  in  again. 

TESmCOffY  07  C.  H.  HELSON. 

C.  R.  Nelson,  being  duly  sworn,  was  examined  and  testified  as 
follows : 

Mr.  Hanb<^y.  What  is  your  full  name  ? 

Mr.  Xeuon.  C.  R.  Nelson. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  What  is  your  business? 

Mr.  Neuon.  I  am  stenographer  for  Mr.  Hines. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  How  old  are  yon? 

Mr.  Nelson.  Twenty-six. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  How  long  have  you  been  stenographer  for  Mr. 
Hines  t 

Mr.  Nelson.  Since  a  year  ago  last  Ma}'. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Yon  have  been  personal  ^tenc^^pher  for  him,  have 
you! 

Mr.  Net«>n.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Haxecy.  Have  \(m  ^one  with  him  to  the  different  places  to 
which  he  has  traveled^ 

Mr.  Nelson.  Yes.  sir. 
lonss— PT  0—11 12 
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Mr,  Hanecy,  Were  you  in  Washington  with  Mr.  Hioes  in  the  e«rly 
part  of  this  year? 

Mr.  Nelson.  I  was. 

Mr.  Hanect,  When  did  you  come  here  with  Mr.  Hines,  commenc- 
ing sometime  in  February? 

Mr.  NELfioN.  I  think  it  was  the  8th — ^the  7th  or  8th. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Of  February? 

Mr.  Neubon.  Of  February. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Where  did  you  come  from  to  Wa^ington  ? 

Mr.  Nelson.  Chicago, 

Mr.  Hanbcv.  With  whom  did  you  come? 

Mr.  Nelson.  I  came  with  Mr.  Hines. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  where  did  you  go  when  you  came  here  I 

Mr.  Nelson.  To  the  New  WQIard  Hotel. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  How  long  did  you  remain  there — here  in  Wa^icgtu: 
and  at  that  hotel  ? 

Mr.  Nelson.  Until  the  afternoon  of  March  5  or  4 — I  do  not  re- 
member which — Saturday. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  It  was  on  a  Saturday  afternoon,  was  it? 

Mr.  Neuon.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Was  that  the  last  day  of  the  session  of  Congress^ 

Mr.  Nei^on.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  You  left  here  on  what  train  that  day? 

Mr.  Nelson.  On  the  Pennsylvania  Special,  at  3.40. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  And  you  arrived  in  Chicago  when? 

Mr.  Neuon.  On  Sunday  morning. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  At  what  time? 

Mr.  Nelson.  At  about  8.55. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  Were  you  here  in  Washington  all  of  that  time  from 
the  time  vou  arrived  here  on  the  7th  or  8th  of  Februarv  until  the  4th 
day  of  March,  1911? 

Mr.  Nelson.  I  was;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Where  was  Mr.  Hines  during  that  time? 

Mr,  Nelson.  He  was  liere  continuously,  with  the  exception  of  two 
days.    He  made  two  different  trips  to  New  York  and  spent  a  day. 

Mr.  Hanect.  When  did  he  go  to  New  York  during  that  period  i 

Mr.  Nklson.  The  fii"sf  time  he  went  to  New  York  was  on  the  nigiii 
of  the  10th. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  On  the  night  of  the  10th  of  what? 

Mr.  Nelson.  Of  February.  And  he  returned  on  the  evening  "f 
the  11th. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  At  what  time  did  he  leave  Washington  for  New 
York  on  that  date? 

Mr.  Nelson.  It  was  some  time  after  midnight;  12.15  or  12.30, 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  he  returned  to  Washin^on  at  what  time  ? 

Mr.  Nelson.  He  returned  to  Washington  the  next  evening  abo'ii 
8  o'clock,  as  I  remember. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  When  was  the  next  time  that  he  left  Washingtm. 
for  New  York  or  any  other  place  during  that  period? 

Mr.  Nei^on.  About  a  week  after  that;  about  the  16th  or  17tli:  1 
do  not  rememhw  which. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Was  it  the  16th? 

Mr.  Neuon.  I  think  it  was  the  16th. 
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Mr.  Hanect.  Whst  time  did  he  leave  Wa^ington  on  that  oc- 
casion f 

Mr.  NBLaoK.  He  left  about  the  same  time  as  before ;  about  mid- 
night or  a  little  after,  probably. 

Mr,  Hanecy.  When  did  he  return  1 

Mr.  SELaoN.  The  following  evening,  about  8  o'clock  or  a  litle 
a  f  ter. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  he  leave  Washington  at  anv  other  time  between 
the  7th  or  8th  of  February,  1911,  and  the  4th  of  March,  1911,  except 
on  the  two  occasions  that  you  have  mentioned  f 

Mr.  Nei^on.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  you  see  him  here  in  Washington  daily  on  every 
day  during  that  time  except  on  the  two  occasions  that  you  have  just 
mentioned  ? 

Mr.  2n'ei,80n.  I  saw  him  every  morning  and  every  evening.  I  did 
not  see  him  during  the  day. 

Mr.  Hane<-y.  iTiat  is  what  I  mean;  some  time  during  every  day. 

Mr.  Nelson.  Yes, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  Mr.  Hines  go  to  Chicago  at  any  time  between 
the  7th  or  8th  of  February  and  the  4(ii  of  March,  1911,  except  the 
time  when  he  left  on  the  anemoon  of  the  4th  of  Marchf 

Mr,  Nelson.  He  did  not. 

Mr.  Haneci'.  Was  there  anybody  else  here  with  Mr.  Hines  during 
that  time? 

Mr.  Nelson.  Mrs.  Hines  was  here  from  the  morning  of  the 
11th  on. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  From  the  11th  of  whatt 

Mr.  Nei«)n.  Of  February. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Until  when? 

Mr.  Nblson.  Until  the  4th  of  March. 

Sir.  Hanect.  Did  Mrs.  Hines,  Mr.  Hines,  and  you  leave  on  the 
3.40  train  ^turday  afternoon,  the  4th  of  March,  for  Chicago? 

Mr.  Nelson.  We  did ;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  And  you  arrived  there  at  8,55  the  next  morning? 

Mr.  Nelson.  I  presume  so.    It  has  been  a  long  time. 

Mr.  Hanecy,  That  is  all. 

Senator  Kebn.  Do  you  testify  to  this  from  memory? 

Mr.  Nelson.  Partly,  and  partly  from  my  expense  account. 

Senator  Keen.  What  part  do  you  testify  to  from  your  memory? 

Mr.  Nelson.  The  16th.  I  think  it  wasjust  about  a  week  after  the 
first  trip.  I  got  that  from  memory.  The  first  one  I  have  in  my 
expense  book. 

Senator  Keen.  Did  you  go  with  Mr.  Hines  to  New  York? 

Mr.  Nelson.  I  did  not,  but  I  purchased  the  ticket  or  arranged  for 
the  purchase  of  his  transportation  here,  and  I  made  a  note  of  it  in 
my  expense  account  at  the  time. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  All  the  rest  of  what  you  told  you  remember? 

Mr.  Nelson.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  take  a  recess  at  this  point  until  to-morrow 
morning  at  10  o'clock,  with  the  understanding  that  we  will  not  have 
nn  afternoon  session. 

(Whereupon,  at  5.15  o'clock  p.  m.,  a  recess  was  taken  until  to- 
morrow, July  22, 1911,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.) 
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SATtnUDAT,  JULT  00,  1911. 

Senate  Office  Bcxloxho, 

Washimoton,  D.  C 

The  committee  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

Present:  Smiators  Dillingham  (chairman),  Gamble,  Jones,  Jotm- 
ston,  Fletcher,  and  Kem. 

Present  also :  Mr.  John  H.  Marble,  Mr.  John  J.  Healy,  Mr.  Williim 
J.  Hynes.  Mr.  Elbridge  Hanecy,  and  Mr.  Edgar  Farrar. 

TESTtHORY  OF  C.  B.  ITEISON— Bemrned. 

C.  R.  NBI.S0N,  a  witness  previously  sworn,  resumed  tlie  witnes 
stand,  and,  being  examined,  testified  as  follows: 

Mr.  HiALY.  Mr,  Nelson,  what  time  in  February  did  you  arrive  in 
Washington  ? 

Mr.  Nelson.  I  arrived  here  on  the  8th. 

Mr.  Healy.  How  long  did  yoa  remain  here? 

Mr.  Nelson.  I  remained  here  until  the  5th  of  March. 

Mr.  Healy.  Continuously  ? 

Mr.  Nfxson.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  You  did  not  leave  the  city  at  any  timet 

Mr.  Nelson.  I  did  not;  no,  sir. 

Mr,  Healy.  Do  you  recall  now  how  many  times  Mr.  Hlnes  left  tie 
city  of  Washington  during  that  period? 

Mr.  Nelson.  He  left  twice. 

Mr.  Healy.  When  did  he  first  leave? 

Mr.  Nei«on.  The  first  time  he  left  was  on  the  evening  of  the  10th — 
midnight  of  the  10th, 

Mr.  Healt,  March  10? 

Mr.  NEiaoN.  February  10, 

Mr,  Healy,  You  say  you  fixed  that  date  by  certain  entries  which 
you  made  in  your  expense  accotint  ? 

Mr.  Nelson.  Yes. 

Mr,  Healy.  You  have  do  other  recollection  about  the  time  of  hi^ 
departure  at  that  time  t 

Mr,  Nelson.  I  remember  I  went  down  to  the  depot  with  him  in  a 
taxi, 

Mr.  Healt.  When  was  the  second  time  that  he  left  Washington '. 

Mr.  Nelson,  About  a  week  later. 

Mr,  Healy.  You  say,  "About  a  week  later,"  Would  that  be  the 
17th  of  FebruaiT? 

Mr.  Nei«on,  Yes;  the  17th,  I  should  say, 

Mr.  Hfj,ly.  Was  it  on  the  17th  ? 

Mr,  Nelson,  Probably  about  that.    I  have  no  record  of  it. 

Mr.  Healt,  Might  it  nave  been  on  the  16th? 

Mr,  Nelson,  It  might  have  been  on  the  evening  of  the  16th  vr 
the  17th,  I  do  not  remember  which, 

Mr,  Healt.  You  have  no  memorandum  of  any  sort  which  enable^ 
you  to  fix  the  date  of  the  second  departure? 

Mr.  Nei«>n.  No,  sir, 

Mr:  Healy,  Did  you  accompany  him  to  the  depot  on  that  oc- 
casion ? 

Mr.  NEiJtoN.  I  did ;  yes,  sir, 


3dbvGoOg[e 


SENATOR  FBOH   lUJNOIB.  1826 

Mr.  Healy.  What  time  did  he  leave  Washington! 

Mr.  Nelson.  He  left  some  few  minutes  after  12  o'clock,  as  I  re- 
member it. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  remember  that,  do  you? 

Mr,  Nelson.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  About  midnight? 

Mr.  Nelson.  About  midnight — a  little  after  midni^t;  yes,  air. 

Senator  Kjsrk.  When  did  he  return  t 

Mr.  Nelson.  He  returned  the  following  evening. 

Senator  Kern.  How  do  you  fix  the  date  of  his  return? 

Mr.  Nelson.  I  remember  that  Mrs.  Hines  and  I  went  down  to 
meet  him  the  following  evening. 

Mr.  Hanect.  In  a  machine  ? 

Mr.  Nelson.  In  a  taxi. 

Senator  Kbbn.  Would  that  fix  the  date  you  went  to  meet  him? 

Ml'.  Nelson.  It  would  not  fix  the  date.  I  remember  that  he  was 
only  gone  one  day-    The  following  day  we  went  down  to  meet  hbn. 

Mr.  Healt.  Might  he  not  have  been  gone  two  or  three  days  at 
that  time? 

Mr,  Nelson.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  remember  his  leaving  Washington  during  that 
period,  at  any  other  time  than  on  these  two  occasions  to  which  you 
have  testified  ? 

Mr.  Nelson.  I  do  not ;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  not  remember  that  he  went  to  Philadelphia  ? 

Mr,  Neuon.  I  do  not;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  You  have  no  recollection  about  that! 

Mr.  Nei^on.  I  have  no  recollection  of  that. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  not  recall  that  he  went  to  Baltimore  during 
that  same  period  of  time? 

Mr.  Nei£on.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  Would  you  say  that  he  did  not? 

Mr.  Nelson.  If  he  did,  he  must  have  gone  during  the  day  and 
come  back  the  same  day.     I  saw  him  every  morning  and  evening. 

Mr.  Healy.  And  you  have  no  memorandum  or  entry  of  any  sort 
which  indicates  his  presence  in  Philadelphia  or  Baltimore  during 
that  period  of  time? 

Mr.  Nbi£on.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt,  When  Mr.  Hines  was  in  New  York,  along  about  the 
17th  of  February,  1911,  did  you  communicate  with  him  in  any  way 
by  letter  or  telegram  ? 

Mr.  Nemon.  I  think  Mr.  Hines  called  me  up  in  the  afternoon  on 
the  telephone  and  asked  me  if  there  was  anything  important  or 
special. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  forward  any  letters  or  telegrams  to  him  dur- 
ing his  absence  from  Washington? 

Mr.  Nelson.  I  do  not  think  I  did. 

Mr.  Healy.  Have  you  any  recollection  about  it? 

Mr.  Nelson.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Are  yon  sure  he  called  up  on  the  long-distanoe  tde- 
phone  from  New  York? 

Mr.  Nhlson.  I  think  he  did. 

Senator  Kekn.  I  am  asking  you  whether  you  are  sure. 

Mr.  Nelson.  I  am  not  sure  of  it:  no,  sir.     I  have  no  recoi'd  of  it. 
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Mr.  Hbaly.  Did  ymi  forward  any  letters  or  telegrams  to  him  »:    ' 
that  timet 

Mr.  Nelson.  Ko,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  Did  you  receive  any  telegrams  during  his  absence  frni 
the  city  of  Washington? 

Mr.  NnflON,  I  may  have ;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  is  your  recollection  about  it?  ' 

Mr.  Nelson.  He  received  telegrams  practically  every  day.  I  vouid 
not  remember  any  particular  day  whether  a  message  was  reeeiT«j 
or  not. 

Mr.  Healt.  What  did  you  do  with  those  telegrams? 

Mr.  Nelson.  Unless  they  were  very  important  I  would  hold  thm 
until  he  got  h&ck. 

Mr.  Healt.  How  do  you  fix  the  date  of  Mr.  Hines's  second  At- 
parture  from  Washington  as  being  on  the  l7th  of  February,  1911 ! 

Mr.  Nelson.  I  do  not  fix  it  as  the  17th;  the  16tfi  or  l7th,  about  i 
week  after 

Mr.  Healt.  How  do  you  fix  those  dates  so  that  you  are  aUe  to 
testify  to  the  very  time  in  February  when  he  left? 

Mr.  Nelbon.  I  remember  it  was  just  about  a  week  after  the  first 
trip,  and  I  spoke  to  Mrs.  Hines  about  it,  that  he  had  been  in  New 
York  shortly  before,  about  the  same  time  in  the  week. 

Mr.  Healt.  Might  it  have  been  10  days  or  5  days  after  his  firK 
departure  ? 

Mr.  Nei«jn.  It  would  not  have  been  10  days.  It  might  have  been 
5  or  6  days. 

Mr.  Healt.  So  you  do  not  testify  that  he  left  WashingfMi  on  the 
16th  of  FebruaiT,  positively,  do  you? 

Mr.  Nelson.  I  do  not;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt,  How  do  you  fix  the  date  of  his  return? 

Mr.  Nelson.  I  do  not  fix  that  by  any  memorandum.  I  r^iiember 
that  distinctly,  that  he  was  only  gone  about  20  hours. 

Senator  Kern.  Twenty  hours? 

Mr.  Nelson.  Yes;  less  than  24. 

Senator  Kern,  What  did  yon  do  while  he  was  absent? 

Mr.  Nelson,  I  was  at  the  hotel  with  Mrs.  Hines, 

Senator  Kern.  All  the  time? 

Mr.  Nelson,  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kehn,  You  did  not  go  any  place  else,  except  the  hotel? 

Mr.  NeIiSON.  I  did  not:  no,  sir. 

Senator  Kern,  How  did  you  pnss  away  your  time. 

Mr.  Nelson,  I  always  had  something  to  do. 

Senator  Kern,  I  ast  yon  how  you  passed  away  your  time  i 

Mr.  Nelson,  There  was  mail  coming  in  and  correspondence  to  be 
written  and  taking  care  of  telephone  calls. 

Senator  Kebn,  What  kind  of  business  did  he  have  here  that  would 
occupy  you? 

Mr.  Nelson.  He  had  his  mail  forwarded  here  to  him  every  day, 
because  he  kept  his  correspondence  up  while  he  was  away  from 
Chicago. 

Senator  Kern.  You  have  been  in  his  employ  how  long? 

Mr.  Nelson,  I  have  been  in  his  personal  employ  since  a  year  ago 
last  May. 

Senator  Kern.  Before  that? 
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Mr.  Neuon'.  Before  that  I  was  in  the  office  of  the  Hines  Ijumfoer 
Co.,  in  the  sales  department. 

Senator  Kern.  Are  you  a  salesman ! 
Mr.  Nei^on.  Practically;  yes. 
Senator  Kern.  For  how  longi 

Mr.  Nelson.  I  have  been  in  nis  employ  for  about  10  years. 
Senator  Kern.  Since  you  were  16  years  old? 
Mr.  Nelson.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.   Yon  have  beeu  with  Mr.  Hines,  then,  constantly 
for  10  years! 

Mr.  Neuon.  I  have  been  in  his  employ;  yes,  sir. 
Mr.  Healy.  How  long  have  you  been  ui  Washington  on  this  pres- 
ent trip,  Mr.  Nelson! 

Mr.  Nelson.  Since  the  morning  of  the  13th  of  July. 
Mr.  Healy.  Were  you  here  shortly  prior  to  the  13m  of  July  ? 
Mr.  Nblbon.  Yes. 
Mr.  Healy.  When  did  you  CMne! 
Mr.  Nei^on.  On  June  20  or  21. 
Mr.  Healy.  How  long  did  you  remain! 
Mr.  Nei^on.  I  remained  until  the  3d  of  July 
Mr.  Healy.  Was  Mr.  Hines  here  at  that  time! 
Mr.  Nelson.  Yes. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  remember  Mr.  Hines  leaving  Washington 
during  that  period ! 
Mr.  Nei^on.  He  did  not. 

Mr.  Healy.  Do  you  remember  Mr.  Hines  leaving  Washington 
since  you  arrived  the  last  time! 
Mr.  Nelson.  He  did  not, 

Mr.  Healy.  When  were  you  here,  prior  to  June  20  for  any  consid- 
erable length  of  time? 
Mr.  Newon.  We  were  here  a  few  days  in  May. 
Mr.  Healt.  a  few  days! 
Mr.  Nelson.  Yes,  air. 

Mr.  Healy.  Was  this  period  in  1911  the  longest  visit  which  you 
made  to  WashinMon! 

Mr.  Nei^on.  We  were  here  in  January,  from  the  7th  until  the  15th, 
and  we  returned  to  Chicago,  and  came  back  here,  I  think,  the  day 
foUowins — the  17th  or  18tn— and  stayed  unitl  the  4th  of  February. 
Mr.  t&ALY.  Did  Mr.  Hines  leave  Washington  on  the  occasicm  of 
those  visits! 
Mr.  Neuon,  Yes.  sir. 
Mr.  Healy.  When! 

Mr.  Nelson,  He  left  Washington  for  a  day  or  two  the  latter  part 
of  January. 
Mr.  Healy.  Can  you  fix  the  date! 
Mr.  Nelson.  Not  exactly ;  no,  sir, 
Mr.  Healy.  How  closely  can  you  fix  the  date! 
Mr.  Nelson.  It  was  the  last  few  days  of  January. 
Mr.  Healy.  The  last  two  days! 
Mr.  Nelson.  The  last  few  days, 
Mr.  Healy.  The  29th  or  30th ! 

Mr.  Nelson.  I  think  it  was  two  or  three  days  before  that,  perhaps 
the  25th  or  26th. 
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Mr.  Hrat,t.  That  is  as  nearly  as  you  can  fix  the  date  of  bis  depar- 
ture on  that  occasion  f 

Mr.  Nelson,  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Healt.  Do  you  remember  how  long  he  remained  away* 

Mr.  Nelson.  Two  days. 

Senator  Exrn.  Where  did  he  go? 

Mr.  Nelson.  To  New  York. 

Senator  Kern.  When  Mr.  Hines  left  Washington  in  Fetmurr. 
a/boat  the  17th  of  February,  as  yon  testified,  was  there  any  oecasiaa 
for  you  to  make  any  entry  in  any  book  or  upon  any  record! 

Mr.  Nelson.  I  had  no  occasion. 

Senator  Kern.  In  reference  to  the  time  of  his  departure  *  Aid 
when  have  you  thought  about  the  fact  that  he  left  Wa^ington  K 
that  time  since  then  ? 

Mr.  Nelson.  A  couple  of  weeks  ago,  I  should  think. 

Senator  Kebn.  About  the  middle  oi  July! 

Mr.  Nelson.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Then  you  have  not  given  it  any  thought  stnw. 
from  February  17  until  July  15,  or  about  that  time? 

Mr.  Nelson,  I  spoke  to  Mr.  Hines  when  he  was  in  Chicago,  but  I 
knew  positively  he  had  not  been  out  of  town  long  enongii  to  go  w 
Chicago  aft«r  the  16th  of  February. 

Senator  Kgrn.  When  did  you  have  that  conversation  with  Mr. 
Hines  t 

Mr.  NEi,aoN.  I  can  not  remember  that. 

Saiator  Kern.  Can  ymi  fix  the  month? 

Mr.  Nelson-  I  think  some  time  in  May,  perhaps. 

Senator  Kern.  What  did  you  ^ay  to  Mr.  Hines,  and  what  did  he 
say  to  you  * 

Mr.  Nelson.  I  told  Mr.  Hines  that  T  remembered  distinctly  that 
he  had  not  been  away  from  the  hotel  long  enough  to  have  gone  M 
Chicago  and  returned. 

Senator  Kern,  What  did  he  say  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Nelson.  He  said  he  knew  he  had  not. 

Senator  Kern.  Was  anything  else  said? 

Mr.  Nei-son.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kern.  Have  you  ever  been  a  witness  before? 

Mr.  NuijiioN.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Kesn.  In  no  case? 

Mr,  Nelson.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Healy.  I  want  to  introduce  at  this  time  this  specific  tele- 
gram, which  was  handed  me  by  Mr,  Thomas  vesterday,  dated  F^ 
roary  17,  1911 : 

BtoWABD  HiKEB 

(Core  0/  Wiildorf-AKt'iria) .  Xeiiy  Yuri.-. 
Call  me  long  distance  quick.    Verj  Important. 

C.    P,    WiEHB. 

I  ask  to  have  that  marked  a»  an  exhibit  in  the  ca.se. 

(The  telegram  referred  to  was  marked  "  Thomas  A.") 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Since  you  have  be«i  private  secretary  for  Mr.  Hines 
you  have  gone  with  him  to  the  different  places  that  he  goes  to  all 
the  time,  or  practically  all  the  time,  have  you  not? 

Mr.  Nelson.  All  the  time,  unless  he  goes  away  for  a  night  or  for 
48  hours. 
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Mr.  Hanect.  Wh»n  he  leaves  Chicago  for  Wadiington,  ^BTew 
York,  Philadelphia,  Baltimore,  Duluth,  or  any  of  those  places,  yon 
go  with  himf 

Mr.  Nei£on.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  where  he  is  going  to  be  gone  for  aDV  leoigCh  of 
time,  you  take  your  typewriting  machine  with  yon,  too,  do  you  noti 

Mr,  Newon.  Yes,  wr. 

Mr.  Hakccy.  And  you  not  only  take  the  dictations  from  him  in 
^orthand,  hut  you  put  them  on  the  machined  That  is,  you  type- 
write them! 

Mr.  Nemon.  I  do ;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecv.  You  take  care  of  all  his  corre^tondenoe  ( 

Mr.  Nelson.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanect,  It  keejpe  you  pretty  busy,  too,  does  it  not ! 

Mr.  Nelson,  Yes,  sir, 

Mr.  Haneci%  All  the  time? 

Mr.  Nei,90N,  All  the  time. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Mr.  Nelson»  when  you  and  Mr.  Hines  were  here, 
frcan  February  7  to  March  4,  who  else  was  here? 

Mr.  Nel«on.  Mrs.  Hines. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Anybody  else? 

Mr.  Neuion.  Mr.  Hinman. 

Mr.  Hanecv,  Mr.  George  W.  Hinman,  of  the  Inter -Ocean? 

Mr.  Nelson.  Yen,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Who  else! 

Mr.  Nelson.  Senator  Lorimer  and  Judge  Hanecy. 

Mr,  Hanect,  All  here  in  Washington! 

Mr.  Neibon,  Yes. 

Mr.  Hanect.  And  you  saw  each  one  of  those  persons  everi'  day, 
did  you! 

ifr.  Nelson.  Yes. 

Senator  Keen.  When  was  that! 

Mr,  Hanect.  From  the  8th  of  February  until  the  4tJi  of  Man^ 
erf  this  year.  That  was  while  the  discussion  was  going  on  in  the 
Senate,  and  the  speeches  were  being  made  in  the  Lorimer  easet 

Mr.  Nelson.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanect,  And  we  all  left  together  on  the  same  train  for  Chi- 
cago! 

Mr.  Nelson.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  On  the  same  day? 

Mr.  Nelson.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanect.  On  the  4th  of  March! 

Mr.  Nelson.  Yes,  sir. 

TESTmONT  OF  EDWASZI  HINIS-«ecalled. 

Edward  Hines,  a  witness  preTiously  sworn,  being  recalled,  was  ex- 
amined, and  testined  as  follows: 

Mr.  Hanect.  Mr.  Hines,  I  call  your  attention  to  a  telegram  that 
was  just  introduced  by  Mr.  John  J.  Healy  here.  Will  you  take  that 
telegram  and  explain  to  this  honorable  committee  what  it  refers  tot 
Did  you  receive  that  telegram! 

Mr.  Hines.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanect.  To  what  did  it  refer! 
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Mr.  HiNES.  It  referred  to  a  transactioa  with  reference  to  the  pro- 
position  of  purchasing  Mr.  Cook's  stock. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  Did  you  cali  Mr.  Wiehe  on  the  long  distaDce  tek- 
phone  f 

Mr.  HiNBS.  I  did,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  Did  you  talk  with  bimf 

Mr.  HiNEB.  I  did,  air. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  When? 

Mr.  HiNES.  Either  that  day  or  the  next  day.  I  am  not  positive 
as  to  the  time,  but  my  record  will  show. 

Mr.  Hanect.  Where  were  you  when  you  received  that  telegram! 

Mr.  HiNEfl.  I  think  I  was  in  New  York,  I  either  recei\«d  il  is 
New  York  or  in  Washington  the  next  day  foUowing, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  If  it  went  to  New  York,  was  it  forwarded  to  yon  in 
Washington  ? 

Mr.  H1NE8.  Yes.  sir, 

Mr.  Hanecy.  From  New  York  to  Washington? 

Mr.  HiNES.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Gamble.  Is  this  telegram  which  has  been  introdaced  hen 
the  delivered  telegram? 

Mr.  HiNEa.-No,  sir;  that  is  the  one  that  was  sent  from  Chicago. 

Senator  Gamble.  That  is  the  one  that  was  sent — that  Mr.  Hiomas 
produced  ? 

Mr.  HiNES.  The  original  telegram,  sent  from  Chicago. 

Senator  GAitBLE.  The  reason  I  made  the  inquiry  was,  of  course,  if 
it  was  the  one  received,  it  would  show  on  its  face  Uie  transmission 
from  New  York  here, 

Mr.  HiNES.  This  is  the  original,  sent  from  Chicago,  from  our  rec- 
ords in  the  office,  obtained  from  the  telegraph  company  in  Chicago. 

Mr.  Hanecy-  What  did  you  do  when  you  received  that  telegram! 

Mr,  Hikes.  I  called  Mr.  Wiehe  on  the  telephone. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  you  talk  with  him? 

Mr.  Hines.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  What  did  he  say  to  you  about  why  he  had  aatt  that 
telegram  to  you? 

Mr.  Hikes.  He  said  that  Mr.  Cook  was 

Mr.  Hakecy.  What  is  Mr.  Cook's  first  name? 

Mr.  Hikes.  Mr,  Wirt  D.  Cook. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Wirt  D.  or  Wirt  H.  ? 

Mr.  HiNES.  I  am  not  certain  which. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  He  is  the  one  who  was  a  witness  here  ? 

Mr.  HiNEB.  Yes,  sir :  saying  that  he  was  in  Chicago,  and  had  seen 
him  with  regard  to  selling  his  stock  in  the  Virginia  &  Bainy  Lake 
C-o.  to  the  Edward  Hines  Co.  It  would  take  a  large  amount  of 
money — several  hundred  thousand  dollars — and  Mr.  Wiehe  had  gone 
down  to  the  bank  to  see  about  negotiating  sufficient  paper,  in  case 
he  purchased  the  stock,  to  pay  Mr.  Cook  for  the  stock. 

Mr.  Hakecy,  About  how  much  was  that  ? 

Mr.  Hines.  If  I  recollect  right,  it  amounted  to  something  between 
$200,000  and  $300,000  for  the  payment  to  be  made  immediately. 

Mr.  Hakecy.  Did  Mr,  Wiehe  tell  you  where  he  went  to  dispose  of 
the  paper? 

Mr.  Hikes.  Yes.  sir. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Tnat  was  necessary  to  raise  the  mtmey  to  buy  the 
Cook  stock?  I—  I 
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Mr.  HiNE9.  Yes.  He  said  that  A,  (r,  Becker  &  Co.,  of  Chicago, 
note  brokers,  had  offered  to  take  our  paper  in  that  amount  of  money 
if  we  would  make  this  purchase.  Mr.  Wiehe  seemed  to  think  that  it 
might  be  advisable  to  purchase  the  stock,  inasmuch  as  Mr.  Cook  waa 
doing  everything  that  ne  could  at  the  time  objectionable  to  the  Vir- 
ginia &  Rainy  Lake  Co.'s  interest. 

I  told  him  that  I  would  not  purchase  Mr.  Cook's  stock  at  any 
price,  under  any  condition.  I  had  shortly  before  received  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Cook,  through  our  Chicago  office,  making  various,  what  I 
class,  very  strong  threats.  I  figured  that  the  letter  was  a  matter  of 
blackmail  and  I  had  made  up  my  mind  tn  refuse  to  purchase  the 
stock  and  force  Mr.  Cook  to  make  the  issue  he  raised  in  the  letter. 
Senator  Fubtcheh,  Has  that  letter  been  introduced  in  evidence! 
Mr.  HiNi!B.  Yes.  In  the  letter  he  threatened  that  unless  I  did 
certain  things  at  certain  times,  he  would  make  certain  exposures.  I 
purposely,  flierefore,  lefused  to  comply  with  any  of  the  various 
threats  in  that  letter,  purposely  postponed  the  annual  meeting  of 
the  cfHnpany,  which  was  occurring  shortly,  in  order  to  force  Mr. 
Cook's  iaeue.  Therefore  I  refused  to  he  a  party  to  purchasing  his 
stock  under  such  circumstances  at  that  time.  And  while  Mr.  Wiehe 
'  had  made  the  arrangements  financially,  as  to  the  price  and  every- 
thing, and  strongly  advised  it  in  the  interest  of  harmony  in  tiie  com- 
pany, I  told  him  we  could  not  afford  to  be  a  party  to  purchasing  the 
stock  in  the  face  of  that  letter  and  the  threats  he  had  made. 

Senator  Kbkn.  What  was  the  total  amount  of  the  purchase  price? 
Mr.  Minks.  It  amounted  to  something  like  $300,000,  1  think- 
between  $300,000  and  $400,000. 

Senator  Kern.  That  was  Mr.  Coca's  interesti 
Mr.  Mines.  It  was  the  stock  in  his  name,  which  was  all  up  at 
various  banks  as  collateral. 

Mr.  Hanbct.  That  is,  it  was  hypothecated  at  different  bankst 
Mr.  HiNEfi.  It  was  all  put  up  in  different  bankst 
Senator  Kern.  Did  you  learn  that  from  Mr.  Cook? 
Mr.  Hineb.  Mr.  Wiehe  told  me  so. 

Mr.  Hanecy.  Well,  did  you  tell  Mr.  Wiehe  in  that  telephonic  talk 
what  to  do  about  the  purchase  of  that  stock  ? 

Mr.  Hineb.  I  told  him  that  neither  I,  personally,  nor  the  company 
would  purchase  the  stock. 
Mr,  Hanecy.  Was  that  all  of  that  conversation  \ 
Mr.  HiNES.  Why,  that  was  it  in  substance.    Mr,  Wiehe  thought  in 
the  interest  of  harmony  in  the  company  up  at  Duluth  and  Virginia 
that  possibly  we  better  buy  the  stock,  biit  I  would  not  be  a  party  to  it. 
Mr.  Hanecy.  Was  that  the  reason  that  he  telegraphed  you  as  this 
telegram  indicates,  and  asked  you  to  call  him  on  the  long  distance  ? 
Mr.  HiNBS.  Yes;  Mr.  Cook  was  waiting  for  an  answer  in  Chicago. 
Mr.  Hanecy.  Did  you  talk  with  Mr.  Wiehe  on  that  occasion  over 
the  telephone  about  any  other  subject  matter  than  the  purchase  of  the 
sfockof  Mr.  Cook? 
Mr.  Mines.  No  ;  that  was  the  substance  of  my  conversation. 
Mr.  Hanecy.  And  that  was  the  only  subject  matter  talked  about 
by  you  and  he? 

Mr.  Hikes.  I  think  I  asked  him  at  the  same  time  how  our  money 
matters  were  in  Chicago  that  day.  That  is  the  only  thing  I  remem- 
ber talking  of. 
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Mr.  Hanbcy.  Are  those  all  of  the  things  talked  about  by  you  and 
Mr.  Wiehet 

Mr.  HiNKS.  Yee;  at  that  time.  I  am  ^ving  the  gubstance  and 
practically  almost  the  words  I  used  at  the  tune. 

Mr,  Hanbci.  Did  Mr.  Wiehe  tell  you  anything  about  any  other 
matters  eitcept  the  purchase  of  that  stock  or  the  contemplated  pur- 
chase of  that  stock  and  the  condition  of  your  finances  in  CSiicagD 
at  that  time? 

Mr.  HiNBS.  Nothing  at  that  time;  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Mabbi2.  What  dav  did  you  go  to  Kew  York! 

Mr.  Hikes.  I  went  either  the  16m  or  the  17th.  I  can  refer  to  my 
records  and  give  you  .the  exact  date.    I  am  ^}eaking  now  from 


Mr.  Mabbix.  What  records  will  you  refer  to — these  that  Mr. 
Thomas  kept  in  Chicago ! 

Mr.  HiNES.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Ma£BL£.  You  have  other  records  showing  your  whereaboats 
than  those! 

Mr.  Hikes.  Yes;  when  in  Washington. 

Mr.  Marble.  Yon  kept  a  record  in  Washington ! 

Mr.  HiSBS.  Well,  I  kept  a  record  in  this  way:  I  can  find  out  the 
day  I  bought  my  ticket  and  the  fact  of  giving  no  dictaiicai  on  tbat 
day,  from  my  secretary's  notebooks. 

Mr.  Marbu:.  If  you  found  a  day  on  which  you  gave  no  dietaticm. 
you  would  conclude  that  your  were  out  of  town  on  that  day  ! 

Mr.  Hikes.  Not  entirely:  but  it  would  refresh  my  memory  on  other 
instances. 

Mr.  Mabbi^.  How  l<Hig  did  yoii  stay  in  New  York! 

Mr.  HiNBS.  I  arrived  mere  in  the  morning  and  left  the  next  after- 
noon, or,  rather,  the  same  afternoon  of  the  day  I  arrived. 

Mr.  Mabblb.  Where  did  you  go ! 

Mr.  HiNEfl.  To  New  York. 

Mr.  Mabblb.  Where  did  you  go  from  New  York! 

Mr.  Hikes.  I  came  back 'to  Washin^on. 

Mr.  Mabbix.  What  time  did  you  arrive  in  Washington ! 

Mr.  Hikes.  I  think  T  arrived  at  eight-something  in  the  evraiing. 
I  think  I  left  New  York  at,  it  seems  to  me,  about  8  o'clock,  and  I 
arrived  here  at  eight-something,  if  I  recollect  right.  That  train  that 
particular  night  was  late,  either  on  the  17th  or  the  11th. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Either  on  thfi  17th  or  the  11th! 

Mr.  HiNEB.  The  night  I  arrived  it  was  a  little  bit  late. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  mean  that  you  arrived  in  Washington  from 
New  York  at  about  8.30  in  the  evening  of  the  11th! 

Mr.  Hikes.  It  was  some  time  after  8  o'clock. 

Mr.  Marble.  On  the  evening  of  the  11th  of  that  same  month! 

Mr.  Htnbs.  No;  I  think  it  was  the  12th.  I  think  I  was  m  New 
York  either  the  11th  or  the  12th.  I  think  I  got  here  the  12th.  if  I 
recoHetc  right.    I  can  give  you  the  exact  data  about  that. 

Mr.  Marble.  Well,  referring  to  the  second  visit  to  New  York. 
where  did  you  eo  while  you  were  in  New  York  on  that  day! 

Mr.  HiNEs.  Well,  one"  thing  I  did.  I  saw  Mr.  Duntley,  of  Bergen 
&  Co..  about  some  lumber  matters. 

Mr.  Mabble.  Wa.s  that  your  business  in  New  York! 

Mr.  Hikes.  Well.  I  had  .several  matters.  I  went  there  particu- 
larly on  that  matter,  and  I  did  several  things  while  I  was  there. 
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Mr.  Marblb.  That  was  your  chief  business  on  that  day^ 

Mr.  HiNES.  I  called,  I  think,  on  Mr.  Perry,  secretary  of  the  Na- 
tional Wholesale  Dealers.'  A^ociation  Credit  Bureau. 

Mr.  Marbub.  That  was  a  business  trip! 

Mr.  HiNES.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Mabbi^  Entirely? 

Mr.  HiNBS.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Masbu:.  You  did  not  stay  overnight  that  second  time? 

Mr,  Hikes.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Can  you  tell  us  anrone  that  you  called  on? 

Mr.  HiNEB.  Why,  let  me  see.  Well,  I  disliKe  to  draw  in  the  names 
of  gentlemen  where  they  might  be  construed  as  having  something  to 
do  with  this  case,  and  I  prefer  to  tell  the  chairman  if  you  have  no 
objection. 

Mr.  Mabble.  You  have  just  said  that  this  was  a  business  trip? 

Mr.  HiNES.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  met  a  great  many  people  on  other  business  than 
tliis  case  during  that  time? 

Mr.  HiNEs.  Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  the  mention  of  your  meeting  men  would  not 
imply  at  all  that  they  were  connected  with  this  case. 

Mr.  Hikes.  It  might,  if  they  are  men  of  real  prominence. 

Mr.  Marble,  Did  you  call  on  Mr.  George  Perkins? 

Mr.  HiNEfl.  No,  air. 

Mr.  Marble.  Mr.  Gary? 

Mr.  HiNia.  I  have  met  Mr.  Gary  in  New  York,  but  I  do  not  think 
at  those  periods. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  call  at  Mr.  Grary's  office? 

Mr.  HiNEs.  I  do  not  think  at  those  periods.  I  called  at  Mr.  Gary's 
office  once,  but  I  do  not  think  at  that  time. 

Mr.  Marble.  At  what  period  did  you  call  at  Mr.  Gary's  <^ce? 

Mr.  HiNES.  I  think  I  saw  him  some  time  in  January. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  think  you  did  not  see  him  on  this  trip? 

Mr.  Mines.  It  might  have  been.  I  can  not  locate  it,  whether  I 
saw  faim  on  that  trip  or  not. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  see  him  more  than  once? 

Mr.  HiNES.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  You  can  not  tell  whether  it  was  in  Frf>ruar7  or 
.Tanuary  ? 

Mr.  HiNES,  No;  but  I  think  I  can  locate  it  positively. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  call  at  Mr.  Perkins's  office  that  day? 

Mr.  HiNES.  No,  air. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  call  at  the  office  of  anyone  else  who  was 
connected  with  the  Intemational  Harvester  Co.? 

Mr.  Hikes.  No,  sir.  I  think  I  saw  Mr.  W.  C.  Brown,  president  of 
the  New  York  Central  Railroad. 

Mr.  Marble.  Yon  called  on  him  on  thatdav? 

Mr.  HiNES.  Yes, 

Mr.  Marble.  Now,  have  you  named  the  men  you  have  in  mind 
whose  names  you  did  not  want  to  mention  ? 

Mr.  HiNEs.  Yes ;  one  of  the  men, 

Mr.  Marble.  You  have  still  others  in  your  mind  whose  names  you 
would  prefer  to  give  to  the  chairman  ? 

Mr.  HiNEs.  No;  I  think  that  is  nil. 
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Mr.  Marbij!.  Whicit  one  of  those  men  were  you  reluctaat  aboui 
naming? 

Mr.  HiNES.  1  did  not  want  to  mention  Mr.  Brown,  the  presided 
of  the  New  York  Central. 

Mr.  Marble.  Why  ? 

Mr.  HiNce.  Well,  it  lian  got  so  that  when  any  name  is  nientione<l 
the  newspapers  connect  it  with  this  Lorimer  affair. 

Mr.  Marble.  Were  you  more  reluctant  to  mention  Mr.  BrownV 
name  than  Mr.  Perkins's? 

Mr.  HiNxs.  I  did  not  see  Mr.  Perkins,  so  I  had  not  his  name  ii 
my  mind. 

Mr.  Mahble.  Were  you  more  reluctant  to  hav«  Mr.  Brown's  aantr 
mentioned  than  Mr.  Gary's? 

Mr,  Hjnes.  I  would  class  them  both  in  the  same  way,  Mr.  Browi. 
and  Mr.  Gary.  Tiiey  are  both  very  prominent  men,  and  men  of 
affairs. 

Mr.  Mabole.  Did  you  call  on  anyone  else  that  you  think  of  tha: 
day? 

Mr.  H1NE8.  Xot  just  at  this  time. 

Senator  Kebn.  Did  you  register  in  New  York  that  day? 

Mr.  lIjNES.  Why,  I  think  I  registered  on  the  llth,  and  I  think  (Hj 
the  ITili  I  did  not  register.  I  am  not  positive.  I  took  j»y  lunti. 
down  town  that  day,  and  I  do  not  think  I  registered  at  the  hotel. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  remember  where  you  were  when  you  receiTfti 
this  telegram  from  Mr.  Wiehe? 

Mr.  HiNES.  I  am  not  positive  whether  I  received  it  in  New  York 
or  here. 

Senator  Kebn.  How  is  the  telegram  addressed — New  York  or 
Washington  t 

Mr.  Hbalt.  To  the  Waldorf-Astoria  Hotel. 

Mr.  HiNES.  My  memory  is  that  I  got  it  at  New  York;  at  least,  1 
called  up  from  New  York.  It  may  have  been  that  my  secretary  tele- 
phoned the  message  to  me  at  New  York,  but  my  memory  is  that  I 
got  it 

Senator  Kern.  Does  not  the  telegram  show  to  what  point  it  is 


Mr.  H1NE8.  Yes;  it  is  addressed  to  New  York;  but  I  left  there 
early  in  the  afternoon,  and  my  memory  is  that  I  got  the  me 
New  York — and  either  got  it  at  New  York  or  Washington. 

Mr.  Marble.  Where  did  you  telephone  from? 

Mr.  HiNES.  I  telephoned  from  the  Waldorf-Astoria  Hotel. 

Senator  Kern.  On  the  l7th? 

Mr.  H1NE8.  On  the  l7th. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  telegraph  or  telephone. 

Mr.  HiNEB.  I  telephoned.     I  think  I  can  give  you  the  telephone 
bill,  a  little  memorandum  of  it. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  Mr.  Wiehe,  when  you  telephoned  to  him,  say 
that  Mr.  Cook  wns  with  him? 

Mr.  H1NE8.  No:  he  said  he  was  in  the  city. 

Senator  Kern.  You  fix  the  date  of  that  telephoning  as  the  ITth? 

Mr.  HiNES.  I  could  not  say,  either  the  l7th  or  the  18th. 

Senator  Kern.  Could  it  have  been  the  18th? 

Mr.  HiNEs.  Yes ;  it  might  have  been  the  18th. 

Senator  Kebn.  Why  do  you  say  that  J 
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Mr.  HiNES.  If  I  did  not  ^t  the  message  in  New  York,  I  would 
not  get  back  here  until  late  ttiat  evening,  and  I  would  not  probably 
telcMone  hini  until  the  next  morning, 

Mr.  MarbiiE.  Then,  did  you  go  to  New  York  immediately? 
Mr.  HiNES.  No.  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  How  could  you  have  telephoned  from  New  York-  oi> 
the  18th? 

Mr.  HiNES.  I  did  not  say  that. 

Mr.  Marbi^  You  said  you  telephoned  from  New  York. 
Mr.  HiNEfi.  1  said  1  thought  I  telephoned  from  New  York,  and  I 
thought  I  received  the  message  from  New  York,  but  in  case  I  did 
not,  it  would  be  returned  to  Washington,  and  then  I  would  not 
telephone  until  the  next  day. 

Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  remember  where  you  telephoned  from  ? 
Mr,  HiNBS.  My  memory  is  from  New  York. 
Mr.  Marble.  Do  you  recall  the  incident? 

Mr.  HiNES.  Oh,  yes;  very  distinctly,  because  it  was  a  very  im- 
jiortant  matter  with  me. 

Mr.  Marble.  Then  you  recall  where  you  were? 
Mr,  HiNES.  Not  positively.    My  memory  is  New  York,  but  at  this 
moment  I  could  not  swear  positively  to  New  York,    I  know  I  tele- 
phoned several  times  from  the  Waldorf-Astoria  that  day. 
Mr,  Marble.  To  Chicago! 

Mr.  Hjnes,  T  telephon^  once  to  Chicago  and  I  telephoned  once  to 
Washington  to  Senator  Lorimer. 

Senator  Jones.  Why  did  you  telephone  to  LSenator  Lorimer! 
Mr.  H1NE8,  I  told  Kim  I  would  be  in  Washington  that  night. 
Senator  Jones.  Why  did  yon  deem  it  neces.sarv  to  send  him  that 
word  ? 

Mr.  Hikes.  When  I  left  I  did  not  know  how  long  I  would  be  gone, 
and  I  telephoned  in  the  afternoon  I  was  coming  oack  that  evening 
to  Washington. 

Mr.  Marble.  'When  you  were  in  New  York  on  the  11th,  how  long 
did  you  remain  there? 

Mv.  HiNEs.  I  was  there,  I  think,  for  just  one  day,  part  of  a  day. 
I  left  in  the  afternoon. 
Mr.  Marble.  And  arrived  in  the  morning? 
Mr.  HiNEB.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  And  stayed  overnight? 
Mr.  HiNEs.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  stay  overnight  in  Philadelphia? 
Mr.  HiNEfl,  No,  sir, 

Mr,  Marble.  Did  you  stop  in  Philadelphia? 
Mr.  H1NE8.  Not  that  time. 

Mr.  Marble.  Which  time  was  it  that  you  stopped  in  Philadelphia  ? 
Mr.  II1NE8.  I  think  I  stopped  in  Philadelphia  in  January. 
Mr.  Marble.  You  did  not  mtend  to  testify  in  your  direct  examina- 
tion that  you  were  in  Philadelphia  during  this  period  in  February? 
.  Mr.  HiNEB.  I  went  to  Philadelphia  one  morning  and  returned  the 
next  train ;  and  it  seems  to  me  I  made  that  trip  once  in  February-^ 
left  here,  I  think,  about  10  o'clock,  if  I  recollect,  and  returned  tiiat 
afternoon. 

Mr.  Marbi^.  Did  you  register  in  New  York  when  you  were  there 
on  the  11th? 
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Mr.  Hikes.  I  am  very  certain  I  did. 

Mr.  Marbi£.  Where  f 

Mr.  HiNES.  At  the  Waldorf-Astoria. 

Mr.  Mabbi£.  What  waa  the  occasion  for  registering,  ii  you  did  not 
stay  over  night  ? 

Mr.  HiNXB.  I  usually  register  when  I  go  to  a  hotel,  whether  X  am 
going  to  stay  overnight  or  not 

Mr.  Marble.  Whether  you  take  a  room  or  not! 

Mr.  HnraB.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marble.  Did  ^ou  take  a  room  that  day } 

Mr.  Hikes.  Xo,  sir;  I  recollect  taking  my  lunch  there  that  day, 
particularly. 

Mr.  Marbul  You  did  not  talk  with  Mr.  Cook  that  day  over  the 
telephone,  did  you  ^ 

Mr.  HiNES.  No. 

Mr.  Marble.  Was  any  other  matter  than  the  Cook  stock  mentioned 
to  you  ly  Mr.  Wiehe  ( 

Mr.  HiNES.  Yes ;  I  asked  him  about  the  conditions  of  the  finances. 
He  had  prepared  a  statement  of  our  money  matters  at  that  time,  for 
the  next  10  consecutive  days,  so  as  to  advise  me  as  to  how  much 
money  I  couid  figure  on  in  getting  in  from  our  own  receipts  and  how 
much  we  would  nave  to  borrow. 

Mr.  Marble.  Was  Senator  Lorimer  discussed! 

Mr.  HiNES.  On  the  telephone? 

Mr.  Marblh^  Ye.s. 

Mr.  HixES.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Marhlc.  What  was  your  business  with  President  Brown? 

Mr.  HiNEs.  Why,  I  do  not  feel  like  disclosing  my  business  with 
President  Brown,  I  feel  that  it  is  not  a  matter  that  is  competent  to 
discus!)  here.  I  feel  it  is  not  a  subject  that  ought  to  be  brought  in. 
Mr.  Brown  was  president  of  a  large  railway  company,  ana  ii  he 
wiijhes  to  disclose  the  business  I  have  no  objection,  but  I  know  the 
subject  will  in  no  way  enlighten  the  committee.  '  I  feel  it  is  hardly 
fair  to  Mr.  Brown  to  do  that.  I  have  no  objection  if  Mr.  Brown  has' 
n<Hie. 

Mr.  Marblf.,  Did  it  reiate  to  Mr.  Cook ! 

Mr.  Mines.  Xo,  sir;  in  no  shape,  form,  or  manner, , 

Mr.  AIarble.  To  railroad  matters? 

Mr.  HiNES.  Yes. 

Mr.  Marbij:.  I>id  it  relate  to  Senator  Lorimer? 

Mr.  HiNES.  Why.  incidentally  Mr.  Lorimer's  name  came  up  in  the 
eijnver.sation. 

Mr.  Marble.  That  was  only  incidentally? 

Mr.  HixEfi.  In  a  direct  wav  Mr,  Brown  spoke  very  hip^ily  of  the 
Senator,  .said  he  had  known  him  for  over  20  years. 

Mr.  Marble.  Anything  elf*  that  yon  care  to  tell  us? 

Mr.  Hikes.  Xo,  sir. 

Mr.  Marblk.  And  something  else  that  you  do  not  wish  to  tell  u«. 

Mr.  HiNEn.  1  do  not  want  to  go  into  the  subject  of  my  conversation 
with  Mr.  Brown.  I  do  not  feel  that  it  is  anything  that  will  enlighten 
the  committee  in  any  way,  and  it  might  be  information  that  Mr. 
Brown  would  not  want  to  have  put  out. 

Senator  Kexyon.  When  was  this?    T  am  not  clear  on  that. 

ilr.  HiNEs.  On  February  11,  of  1911— this  year. 
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Senator  Gamble.  Had  your  conTersation  with  Mr.  Brown  any 
connection  or  relation  to  uie  raising  of  any  money  or  the  sabscrip- 
tion  to  any  fund  in  connection  with  the  election  of  Senator  Lorimerl 

Mr.  HiNEs.  Absolutely  none  in  any  shape,  form,  or  manner;  noth- 
ing of  that  kind  at  all. 

Senator  Kentok.  Was  the  contest  on  in  the  Senate  at  that  time 
over  the  seat  of  Senator  Lori)ner! 

Mr.  Htnes.  Tes.    That  was  prior  to  the  matter  bdng  settled;  yes. 

Senator  Kbnton.  It  was  during  the  discuesion  of  itf 

Mr.  HiNES.  Tea. 

Senator  Kenton.  And  did  you  talk  with  Mr.  Brown  about  thatt 

Mr.  HiNEs.  Yes;  we  discussed  that  matter  among  other  things.  "'* 

Senator  Kenton,  Who  were  the  Senators  fnun  vie  State  of  new 
York  at  that  time  f 

Mr.  HiNES.  They  were  Senators  Boot  and  Dqww. 

Senator  Kenton.  Was  Senator  Depew  connected  with  the  Mew 
York  Central  Railroad  f 

Mr.  HiNEB.  Not  that  I  know  of.  We  did  not  discuss,  in  any  waj*, 
shape,  or  form,  either  Senator  Boot  or  Senator  Depew. 

Senator  Kenton.  How  did  Senator  Depew  vote,  if  you  rnnembeq 
on  the  question  of  the  retention  of  Mr.  Lorimerl  \ 

Mr.  HiNEs.  I  do  not  remember. 

Seiator  Kenton.  He  voted  to  retain  Senator  Lorimer,  did  he  nott 

Mr.  HiNEB.  Yes ;  I  think  Senator  Boot  voted  one  way  and  Senator 
Depew  the  other,  if  I  recollect  right. 

Sraiator  Kenton.  Senator  Depew  had  been  connected  with  the 
New  York  Central  Railroad,  had  he  noti 

Mr.  Mines.  I  had  known  years  ago  of  his  connection  with  the  rail- 
road; yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  As  chairman  of  the  board  of  directors! 

Mr.'HiNEs.  I  would  not  know  that  I  thought  he  was  their  coonael 
for  a  long  time.  I  did  not  know  about  his  being  chairman  of  the 
board. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  know  whether  he  bad  any  connection 
wiUi  the  New  York  CeatntI  Railroad  while  in  the  Sffliat«! 

Mr.  HiNEs.  I  do  not  know.  I  never  had  any  business  with  him  in 
my  life. 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  you  talk  to  Mr.  Brown  at  all  about  Senator 
Depew's  vote! 

Hi*.  Hqrbs.  No  ;  in  no  shape,  form,  or  manner  was  his  name  mea- 
tioned. 

Senator  Kenton.  Senator  Depew*B  was  not? 

Mr.  Hfnes.  No,  air ;  nor  Senator  Root's. 

Senator  Kenton.  Senator  Lorimer's  name  was  mentioned! 

Mr.  HiNES.  Yes;  Mr.  Brown  spoke  in  the  highest  terms  of  him. 
He  had  known  him  for  20  years  in  Iowa  and  Dlinoia.  ' 

Senator  Kenton.  Did  he  open  the  disctission  concerning  Senator 
Lorimer,  or  did  you ! 

Mr.  H1NE8.  I  don't  know  just  how  it  waa  opened.  I  could  not  H^ 
which  one  opened  it. 

Senator  Kenton.  Was  this  merely  incidental  i 

Mr.  HiNES.  Yes. 

Senator  Kenton.  It  was  incideptal  to  your  general  conversatiiail 
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.    Ijllr.  HiNEB.  Yes. 

.    Seoator  Kxmyok.  Your  businees  at  New  York  was  not  to  talk  vitk 

Um  abont  the  Iioriaier  matter  ? 

.Mir.  ^INE8.  No,  sir;  not  directly,  but  that  came  up  ia  our  talk. 

Senator  Kemyon.  Had  jou  that  in  mind  when  you  vent  to  New 
JYorkt 

Mr,  HiN£s.  'So,  sir:  not  in  mind. 
...Senator  Krnyon.  Had  ^oh  intended  to  talk  withtUm  about  it^ 

Mr.  H1NE8,  I  djo  not  think  I  had  intended  to;  but  when  the  mat- 
ter came  up,  we  discussed  it  for  five  or  six  minutes. 

Senator  Gawbu;.'  Did  jrou  have  other  independent  business  with 
Mr.  Brown? 
.    Mr.  Hiijxa.  y«s,  sir. 

Senator  Gamble.  And  was  it  upon  that  business  that  you  went 
to  see  him  ?    '      . 
„  ,2Ir.  HiMcti.  Yea,  sir. 

Senator  Gamble.  And  did  the  Lorimer  oiatter  simply  come  up 
JDCidottally,  or  how  did  itcouM  up? 

Mr.  H1NE8.  He  asked  me,  I  think,  how  the  Senator's  matter  was 
ttttjna;  along  at  Washin^toa,  and  I  bold  htm  as  veil  tta  I  could. 
Then  he  volunteered  the  statentent  that  he  had  kaown  the  Senator 
for  twenty  odd  years,  and  spoke  in  very  high,  terms  of  all  his  biistpess 
tmDsaotions  and-  intercourse  with  the  Senator,  and  hoped  he  would 
t)9- seated;  and  he  volunteered  to  do  anything  he  could  to  sesiBb  in 
any  manner.  He  just  spoke  voluntarily  about  tjie  whole  transaction. 
.'Seaator  Jokes,  lou  ur^ed  him  to  ubc  his  influence  on  any  Senator 
•  with  whom  he  was  acquainted  to  have  him  vote  for  Senator  Lori- 
mr'a.  Fflt^Btiou,  did  you  t 

Mr.  Hikes.  I  think  I  told  Mr.  Brown  that  if  he  knew  anybody, 
seeing  that  Im  feH  &o  strongly -about  Mr.  Lorimer  becau.se  of  his  past 
cecora  and  intercourse,  it  might  be  well  bo  adv^  anybody  he  lotew 
ajfout  Mr.  Lorimer,  and  the  character  of  man  he  was.  He  said  it 
would  afford  him  pleasure  to  do  so, 

■  SenatoE  Jonei.  Did  you  speak  with  reference  ta  an;  particular 
Senators  t  ■  , 

,    Kf,  HtKxs,  Xo;  and  I  know  paiiioularly  thi^tthe  New  York  Sena- 
tors never  came  up  in  our  talk. 

.  ;^eftab<m  JoNxa.  Did  he  menti^  tha  names  of  any  Senators  that 
he  thought  he  might  have  any  influence  with ! 
-iib.  HiNQs.  I  00  not  r^membw  now.    I  do  not  think  be  did/  in 
t)iat  way ;  no. 

Senator  Jones.  Did  he  mention  any  other  Senators  in  tiiat  conver- 
sation t 

Mr.  Huofl.  No,  sdr;  no,  sir. 
-  Senator  Joins.  Tou  say  United  Staties  Senator  Depew's  name  was 
not  mentiiHied  at  all  f 
.    Ujr.  HiKW-  No,  sir ;  nor  Senator  Boot's. 

Senat<M-  Jones.  Did  ^ou  ask  him  whether  he  kueif  haw  the  New 
■Xgi'k  Sanators  were  going  to  vote  on  the  t^tt«r  f 

Mr.  Hnm.  No,  sir:  I  did  not. 

Senator  Joms.  Did  you  ask  iSffi  to  use  whatever  influence  be 
might  have  with  the  New  York  Senators!  .  .  i 

-t.Mrr  Hikes.  No,  sir.      .,         ; 

Seinator  Jones.  With  reference  to  this  matter! 
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Mr.  HiNES.  No,  sir. 

Senator  JeNss.  You  "JmI  arge  him,  bow«ver,  to  use  an^  influence 
he  might  have  with  any  memwrs  by  reaswia  of  his  aoquainUncesI^ 
and  mowledge  of  Mr.  Xiorimert 

Mr.  HiNXS.  No;  I  put  it  this  way  in  our  talk.  I  said:  "HK 
Brown,  you  seem  to  haVE  knowfi  the  Senator  a  great  many  yftars, 
and  you  are  very  strong  in  your  recommendation  of  him.  It  any- 
body should  speak  to  yon,  it  might  be  a  good  thing  to  put  that  out." 
H«  Tolunteered  the  infraTnation,  and  spcA:e  in  high  terms  of  Sena-l 
tttr  LorBner.  I  had  ne  reference  to  Senators  in  particular.  I  had 
more  reference  to  the  people  that  he  would  meet  in  his  daily  walk  of 
life. 

Senator  Joxes.  Do  you  think  the  knowledge  that  Mr.  Brown  haA 
of  Mr.  Tjorimer  should  have  any  influence  with  Senators  contrary 
to  the  record  that  ha<i  been  made  up  in  this  investigation? 

Mr.  HiK«B.  No;  we  did  not  talk  about  Senators.  I  had  more  ref- 
erence to  people  he  wOiiid  meet  (o  his  daily  business  walk  of  life — 
not  the  ^w^  bieia  so  moch  as  men  he  was  meeting  in  a  business  way 
and  socially. 

Senator  Jones.  What  did  you  havte  in  mind  with  reference  ttt 
thont 

Ml-.  HiKM.  ^mi^y  that  Ifr.  :%own  had  apparwUy  bad  many 
years*  experience  with  Senator  Ijorimer,  and  he  spoke  of  a  numbw 
of  instances.  T  recall  one  thing  in  particular  that  he  «poke  to  me 
abaat-~eome  contest  for  ^vernor  in  Illinois — in  which  Mr.  Brown 
was  at  the  Capitol  in  the  interest  of  Mr.  Pierce— I  think  it  was  Mf. 
Pierce — and  Mr.  Lorimer  Was  in  faVor  of  some  *thw  candidate,  ttnd 
hov  he  w«it  to  him  and  talked  with  kiin  and  how  fair  Mr.  Tjortmer 
was  in  presenting  his  case;  and  an  instance  came  sp  the^  that  he 
said  gave  him  the  true  insight  into  Mr.  LoriMer's  chanAt^r. 

Senator  Jones.  You  tfcrtiugirt  thai  if  he  wcrtAd  express  that  to 
(Sewatore  it  #o^d  probaMy  have  wWie  inBueROe* 

Mr.  HiNE*.  No;  I  did  iwrt  sdj  "  SenStors."  I  ap^e  particolWrty 
of  men  that  he  was  meeting  daily.  The  papers  at  that  titoe  WdM 
saying  all  kinds  of  thin^,  and  Mr.  Brown  vohiiiteefed  Ww  matter. 
i  said,  "  WeB,  Mr.  Btwwn,  it  yon  mwrt  pMplfc,  yon  wfi^ht  *o  acqiaint 
them  with  that,  knowing  the  man  so  well.  He  said,  It  wiH  affbfS 
itte  pWsur*  to  do  96."  The  reason  I  ^oW  we  Wepe  n(»t  discuMing 
8«iatoni  is  f%fA  if  we  'haA  'disetfssed  anybody  w«  itatimHy  WUan 
kave  discuBsed  Senator  I>epew  ot  Senator  ttoot ;  and  tti«ir  niuntt 
iieter  same  v/p  kt.  any  sha^,  form,  or  laaMiet-.  ^  I  am  fnrticVrtUr 
BiMlQt  that. 

Stafftor  Kttsrtm.  E>*  ydft  %ndw  "#heH(er  Senator  l>epMr  wbh  cM- 
nected  wiUi  the  New  Yoik  Central  Sailroad  at  that  timet 

Mr.  HiN«.  Iffo,  si*-. 

Senator  Kenyon.  You  knew  he  had  been  for  many  years  t 

Mr.  Hikes.  Oh,  a  number  cS  Veare  before  I  had  umierAood  he  was 
general  counsel  or  stanethinje.  But  I  had  no  business  with  the  ScB- 
ator  and  never  kept  track  of  the  situation. 

Senator  KiftjTflW.  Had  yon  htft  bw*  vfeiting  Senators  abont  Ihat 
time  and  t^alking  with  them  aboift  ftub  Lbrimer  case? 

Mr.  Hikes.  Yes,  sir — some  Senators;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kenton.  What  Senators  did  Jon  viat  B»id  talk  Witli  -attout 
the  case  f  /  -  i 
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Mr.  HiNES.  Oh,  I  could  not  say.  I  vi^ted  a  number  of  Senators. 
I  could  not  say  just  who  they  were.  But  I  know  I  never  visiteii 
either  Senator  Boot  or  Senator  Depew,  because  I  had  no  at^uaintauce 
with  those  Senators.  I  only  aimed  to  visit  Senators  that  I  had  some 
acquaintance  with. 

Senator  Kehyon.  What  iSenatore  did  you  visiti 

Mr.  Hikes.  I  visited  a  number  of  them.  I  know  I  visdted  SeDat<s- 
Jones;  I  know  that.  I  did  not  have  an  extended  acquaintance  with 
tlie  Senator,  but  I  had  an  acquaintance  with  the  tariff;  and  while 
Senator  Jones  differed  with  me  on  some  matters,  I  felt  free  to  talk 
mth  him. 

Senator  Kenton.  Yon  did  not  have  much  influence  with  Senator 
Jones 1 

Mr.  HiNES.  No,  sir;  I  did  not.  But  I  felt  free  to  talk  with  him. 
I  visited  a  number  of  Senators,  but  I  could  not  sit  down  and  give  yon 
a  memorandum  of  them.    There  were  a  number  of  Senators. 

Senator  Kbnton.  Do  you  not  remember  any  others  1 

Mr.  HiNBS.  I  know  I  visited  Sen&tc»-  Files,  frtun  Senator  Jonee's 
State,  for  one.  I  just  happen  to  remember  him  on  account  of  Sen- 
ator Jones  being  mm  the  same  State.  I  visited  a  number  of  Sen- 
ators, thou^. 

Senator  Kbnton.  Did  you  send  representatives  to  diffwent  Sena- 
torsi 
.  Mr.  Hikes.  Representatives! 

Senator  Kenton.  Yes,  sir;  to  talk  with  them  about  the  Lorimer 
esse. 

'  Mx.  HiNEB.  Do  you  mean  Conicressiaen? 
.    Senator  Kenton.  No,  sir;  men  from  your  office. 
,    Mr.  HiNES.  I^ir  office! 

Soiator  Kbnton.  Yes. 

Mr.  HiNxs.  No,  sir;  nobody  from  our  office. 

Senator  Kbnyok.  Did  you  pick  out  particular  m«i  who  knew 
different  Senators  and  send  them  to  these  Senators  to  discuss  Qua 
ease  with  themf 

Mr.  Hikes.  Do  jrou  mean  men  from  outside  of  town  1 

Senator  Kenton.  I  do  not  care  whether  tliey  were  from  outside 
of  town  or  inside  of  town. 

Mr.  HiNES.  Oh,  it  might  have  been,  if  somebody  was  in  Washing- 
ton that  I  met  here,  that  I  knew  very  well,  and  they  knew  s<Hne  Sen- 
ator— it  is  probable  that  in  talking  with  them  I  would  say:  "  If  yon 
meet  Senator  So-and-so,  and  you  feel  free  to  do  so,  I  should  be  very 
fl^ad  to  have  you  explain  to  the  Senator  what  you  know  about  Sen^ 
tor  Lorimer  and  ^  all  you  can  to  acquaint  him  with  his  good 
qualities." 

Senator  Kenton.  While  the  debate  was  going  on  in  the  Senate! 

Mr.  Hikes.  Yes,  sir. 
-   Senator  Ejektok.  And  it  was  during  that  very  time  that  you  weAt 
to  New  York! 

Mr.  Hikes.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Kbnton.  Did  you  have  any  other  business  here  in  Wash- 
ington except  to  wateh  this  debate  and  do  all  yon  could  for  Senator 
Lorimer! 

Mr.  HiNES.  At  that  time! 

Senator  Kenton.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Hikes.  In  1910!    No,  sir.  CoOqIc 
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Senator  Kenton.  19111 

Mr.  Hdtzs.  No  ;  that  is  the  odIt  bosmees  I  had  here. 

Senator  Khhton.  Did  yon  call  out  different  Smaton  ibraii  th* 
Seoate  chamber  and  discusB  the  matter  vith  them  in  the  Marble 
Boomt 

Mr.  HxNxs.  Tee,  sir:  jree,  sir. 

Senator  Elimton.  How  many  do  yoo  think  yon  called  onti 

Mr.  HiNxa.  Oh,  I  could  not  remember  the  nomber;  snch  men  as  I 
knew  or  at  least  felt  I  knew  enough  to  discuss  tlie  mattu*  with  them. 

Senator  Einton.  How  many  were  theral 

Mr.  HiNxa.  Oh,  I  can  not  give  the  number. 

Smator  Eknton.  Did  you  urge  them  as  to  how  they  should  Totef 

Mr.  HiNsa.  I  aimed  to  acquaint  them  with  any  information  I  bad 
about  the  matter. 

SenattH*  Esnton.  You  brought  every  influence  you  could  to  bear 
on  the  different  Senators  to  votof 

Mr.  HiNKa.  Every  honorable  influence  I  knew  of;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Eenton.  Did  you  use  your  interests  in  different  parte  of 
the  country  to  do  the  same  thing! 

Mr.  Hikes.  We  have  no  interests,  except,  as  I  say,  if  I  met  any- 
body here  in  Washington  from  any  part  of  the  country  that  I  was 
acquainted  with  who  koew  me  enough  to  rely  on  what  I  said,  I 
naturally  did  so  i  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Eenton.  At  this  time  when  Mr.  Marble  has  asked  you  as 
to  your  trip  to  New  York,  you  were  using  every  influence  in  your 
power  to  secure  votes  favorable  to  Mr.  Ix)riiner,  for  the  retention 
of  his  Beat  in  the  Senate? 

Mr.  HiKxs.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Mabbls.  Is  the  committee  about  to  adjourn?  I  should  like  to 
ask  just  one  question  of  Mr.  Hines. 

ioT.  Hancot.  May  I  suggest  in  this  connection,  Mr.  Chairman, 
that  Senator  Depew  was  then  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Privi- 
legee  and  Elections,  and  had  signed  the  report  in  favor  of  Senator 
Lorimer  some  time  in  December! 

The  Chairman.  That  is  a  matter  of  knowledge. 

Senat(M:  Ebntoh.  T  did  not  know  that 

Mr.  Hanbcy.  That  is  the  fact.  That  is  the  reason  I  stated  it^I 
thought  some  Senators  probably  did  not  know  it. 

The  Chaikman.  Mr.  Marble,  are  you  going  to  occupy  any  consid- 
erable timet 

Mr.  Marble.  No;  just  a  minute.  I  should  like  to  ask  one  ques- 
tion. You  were  not  writing  out  into  the  districts  of  Senators  and 
trying  to  bring  pressure  to  hear  upon  them  in  this  Ix)rimer  matter, 
were  yonf 

Mr.  Hines.  Oh,  t  did  write  one  or  two  letters  to  people  that  I  was 
very  friendly  with  and  who  knew  me  intimately. 

Mr.  Masblb.  Asking  them  to  bring  pressure  to  bear  upon  thdr 
Senators  ? 

Mr.  Hines.  I  would  not  say  "  pressure.** 

Mr.  Mabblb.  Or  influencet 

Mj*.  Hines.  My  name  was  brought  into  the  matter  more  or  less, 
and  I  wrote  them  to  acquaint  them  with  the  fact  that  the  facta  were 
not  as  stated  in  the  newspapers. 
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Mr.  Marble.  Did  you  ask  them  to  bring  influ«tee  to  besr  upon 
their  Senators  f 

Mr.  Hims.  I  tcaked  them  if  the^  knew  about  tfaja  ttiattar  bM- 
otaa^^ — 'for  instnEioej  Bbme  iBmbermeB^  the  laaber  ■meetioD  waa 
BO  connected  with  this  matter,  and  some  of  those  lumDermeD  wort 
here  at  the  time  Senator  Lorimer  wrb  elected  «iid  Ttnew  -pbsiliitiy 
that  thaae  otatqnoote  were  false  [  «nd  I  wrote  Iheae  men  end  ariced 
thftti  if  they  wouM  not  write  tbev  SeDstors  and  Bt^uaint  thetn  with 
Ijie  feet  that  titeee  statMasBtB  iiba,t  were  onde  vfere  Kilee. 

Senator  Kenton.  You  mn  going  to  be  here  on  MondtLy,  uc  you 
not,  Mr.  Hineel 

Mf.  Bkme.  Tab,  sir;  I  tbii^  to. 

The  Chaiuian.  The  oMttmittee  wiU  take  a  reoees  ifiitd  Monday  at 
10  o'clock. 

(1?he  Mmmittee  lihereu]M>n  adjourned  utati!  iftonday,  3tdy  24, 1911, 
at  10  o'clock  a,  m.) 
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